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INTRODUCTION 

Purpose  

The purpose of this report is to identify and analyze the potential for indirect land use impacts related to the 

proposed construction of the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1.  By definition, indirect land use impacts 

are the longer-run and wider-spread changes to development patterns and comprehensive plans that are 

induced by the transportation improvement.  This analysis of indirect land use impacts is intended to 

describe how land use will be different under two alternatives: one with the proposed transportation 

improvement, and one without it.  The proposed transportation improvement includes the proposed 

construction of the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1. 

 
Project Limits 

The Grand Parkway Segments H and I-I are part of a planned 180-mile circumferential loop around the 

greater Houston metropolitan area as shown in Appendix: Status of Segments.  A total of 11 reasonable 

alternatives (including one no-build alternative) have been considered to satisfy the need and purpose of 

the proposed project.  The 10 build alternatives are approximately 31-41 miles in length.  The facility would 

consist of a four-lane controlled-access toll road within a 400-ft right-of-way (ROW).  The facility would have 

termini at United States Highway (US) 59 North (N) and Interstate Highway (IH) 10 East (E) and provide 

access via interchanges to freeways and major cross streets such as US 90, Farm-to-Market Road (FM) 

1960, and others.  As described in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), 10 build alternatives 

were developed through a cooperative process of public outreach, agency coordination, and avoidance and 

minimization of impacts to various resources.   

 
The 10 build alternatives are located within the boundaries of the Cities of Dayton, Mont Belvieu, and  

Roman Forest, and the unincorporated area of New Caney (Appendix: Preliminary Study Area Map).   

 
Methodology 

This evaluation for indirect land use impacts follows the National Cooperative Highway Research Program 

(NCHRP) Report 25-25, Task 22, Forecasting Indirect Land Use Effects on Transportation Projects.  Of the 

six land use forecasting tools provided in the NCHRP Report 25-25 (Task 22), the “Planning Judgment” 

forecasting tool was utilized as the framework for the analysis.  The steps provided for this specific 

methodology come from A Guidebook for Evaluating the Indirect Land Use and Growth Impacts of Highway 
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Improvements (2001) prepared by ECONorthwest and Portland State University for the Oregon Department 

of Transportation. 

 

FRAMEWORK FOR EVALUATION 

Definition of Indirect Land Use Impacts 

According to the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) definition, indirect impacts are “caused by the 

action and occur later in time or farther removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable” (40 

C.F.R. §1508.8).  Indirect impacts may include growth-inducing effects and other effects related to induced 

changes in the pattern of land use, population density or growth rate, and related effects on air and water 

and other natural systems, including ecosystems.  For the purposes of this analysis, the indirect 

impacts assessment is limited to land use and the effects of the construction of the Grand Parkway 

Segments H and I-1. 

 

Potential impacts to land use include residential, commercial, and industrial development; floodplain 

encroachment; visual impacts; pre-emption of farmlands; regional economic growth; public improvements 

such as bus stops; and general increased demand for community facilities.   

 

Measuring Indirect Land Use Impacts 

The key variables suggested by the NCHRP Report 25-25 (Task 22) that might contribute to measurable 

changes in local development patterns in response to a transportation improvement include: 

 

Change in accessibility.  This is typically the most important variable.  The key measures are average trip 

time, volumes, and mobility. 

Change in property value.  Likely changes in land price may influence development. 

Expected growth.  Forecasted population and employment data may indicate the pressure to develop 

where good access and services are available. 

Relationship between supply and demand.  Determine how much vacant, buildable land exists in the 

study area compared to the rest of a larger city/area/region.  The more limited the supply is relative to 

demand, the more likely improved access would increase the probability of development. 

Availability of other services.  Access alone is not sufficient to trigger development; other key public 

facilities like sewer and water often must be available to the study area at a reasonable cost.  If they are, 

improvements in access are more likely to facilitate land use change. 
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Other market factors.  Identifying areas of growth and comparing the study area market to other areas 

can identify other market factors. 

Public policy.  Determine whether or not public policies that allow land uses to change can resist pressure 

for development. 

 

The assessment of these key variables for indirect impacts should take into consideration two questions:  

(1) How likely is it that a transportation project will be followed by some noticeable change in the land use 

that would not have occurred in the absence of the project or sooner than anticipated? (2) If such changes 

did occur, would they be consistent with the comprehensive plan? 

 
EXISTING AND FORECASTED CONDITIONS 

Description of the Proposed Project, the Study Area Boundary, and the Time Frame 
for the Indirect Impacts Analysis 
 

Description of the Proposed Project  

As stated previously, the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 are part of a planned 180-mile loop around 

the greater Houston metropolitan area.  The Grand Parkway is divided into 11 segments, each of which has 

logical termini and independent utility to facilitate planning, design, and construction.  The Grand Parkway 

Segments H and I-1 are two separate segments, but for the purposes of this study they were considered 

one segment of independent utility from US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E).  The Segments H and I-1 study area is 

located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area generally between FM 2100 and 

State Highway (SH) 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties.  See Appendix: 

Preliminary Study Map which portrays the preliminary study area for Segments H and I-1.   

 
Segment H begins at US 59 (N) near New Caney and continues east to US 90, and is proposed as a four-

mainlane at-grade controlled access toll highway with proposed grade separations at major intersections 

within a 400-ft ROW width.  Segment I-1 begins where Segment H ends at US 90 and continues south to 

IH 10 (E) near Mont Belvieu.  Segment I-1 is also proposed as a four-mainlane at-grade controlled access 

toll highway with proposed grade separations at major intersections within a 400-ft ROW width.  Frontage 

roads are only proposed in one area along FM 1485 near New Caney where a portion of the existing 

roadway would be used. 

 
The 10 build alternatives are approximately 31-41 miles in length (Appendix: Reasonable Alternatives).  

After review of the public and agencies’ input and environmental, engineering, and traffic criteria, 
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Alternative 10 was selected as the recommended alternative to be carried forward into the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for further detailed evaluation.  Alternative 10 proposes a four-lane 

rural limited access toll road on new location and would fulfill the need and purpose of the proposed project 

and meet the goals identified for the proposed Segments H and I-1.  The recommended alternative would 

begin at US 59 (N) and continue to IH 10 (E) and would consist of an open ditch design within a 400-ft 

ROW. 

 

Study Area Boundary 

The primary study area for indirect land use impacts consists of the municipalities located adjacent to the 

10 build alternatives that lie within the Area of Influence (AOI) as described in Chapter 5 (Indirect 

Impacts): the Cities of Dayton, Mont Belvieu, and  Roman Forest, and New Caney (unincorporated); 

therefore, it is reasonable to assume any physical indirect impacts (e.g. land use) would also be 

concentrated adjacent to the proposed toll facility. 

 
Time Frame for Indirect Impacts Analysis 

The temporal boundaries for the indirect land use impacts analysis are the years 1999 to 2039.  The 

timespan between 1999 and 2039 was chosen to correlate with the City of Mont Belvieu’s Comprehensive 

Plan, the design year of the proposed facility, and the Houston-Galveston Area Council’s (H-GAC) 2035 

Regional Growth Forecast. 

 
Population and Employment Forecasts  

The H-GAC provides long-range, small area population, household, and employment projections for use in 

regional infrastructure planning and resource allocations in the Gulf Coast Planning region of Texas.  The 

2035 Regional Growth Forecast, which is conducted for the eight counties surrounding the Houston-

Galveston urban core (Brazoria, Chambers, Fort Bend, Galveston, Harris, Liberty, Montgomery, and Waller 

counties), predicts growth of almost 3.5 million persons between 2005 and 2035.  By 2035, the area is 

expected to reach 8.8 million persons and approximately 4 million jobs.  The forecast was developed using 

UrbanSim, a land-use model that distributes population and employment to the eight counties for a regional 

control total.  Local municipalities worked with H-GAC staff to ensure that local government land use and 

comprehensive plans were included in the forecast.  A Forecast Advisory Committee comprised of experts 

in the region provided guidance and oversight throughout the development of the Forecast.  Prior to formal 

adoption, the Forecast was made available for review and comment to all local governments in the region, 



Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1   Final Environmental Impact Statement 
SH 99:  US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E) Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, Texas 

 

Indirect Land Use Impacts Assessment  5 

as well as to the general public.  The Forecast was adopted by the H-GAC Board of Directors in February 

2006. 

 

Table 1 summarizes the 8-County H-GAC area as well as the study area’s demographic forecast from 

2005 to 2035.  The study area’s population and employment is anticipated to increase by approximately 77 

and 51 percent, respectively, from 2005 to 2035.  It should be noted that demographic data pertaining to 

New Caney (unincorporated) is not available from the Forecast or the U.S. Census Bureau.  The City of 

Roman Forest is expected to experience the highest population and employment growth through 2035.  

Compared to the 8-County H-GAC area, the study area’s population and employment forecasts reflect 

similar growth rates. 

Table 1:  2035 Demographic Forecast  

Area 
2005 Demographics 2035 Demographics % Change 2005 - 2035 

Population Employment Population Employment Population Employment 

8-County  
H-GAC Area 

5,297,600 2,542,200 8,835,400 4,069,400 66.7 60.0 

       
City of Dayton 4,566 3,707 6,960 4,290 52.4 15.7 

City of Mont 
Belvieu 

2,726 3,614 5,324 6,614 95.3 83.0 

City of Roman 
Forest 

1,270 402 2,852 734 124.5 82.5 

Study Area 
Total 

8,562 7,723 15,136 11,638 76.7 50.6 

Source: H-GAC 2035 Regional Growth Forecast, http://www.h-gac.com/rds/forecasts/default.aspx. 
 

 

Relevant Plans and Policy Documents in the Study Area  

A variety of plans and policies exist within the study area to promote, guide, and monitor various 

development activity ranging from regional transportation infrastructure to commercial development 

aesthetics. 

 
Houston-Galveston Area Council - 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Update 

The 2035 RTP Update is a long range transportation plan for Harris and the surrounding seven counties.  It 

includes transportation projects, programs, and strategies to improve mobility and air quality in the greater 

Houston area.  The 2035 RTP Update is the comprehensive plan that identifies highway, transit, and other 

transportation projects needed to keep up with expected population growth in the Houston-Galveston 

region through the next 30 years.  The 2035 RTP Update roadway network includes all segments of the 

Grand Parkway, including Segments H and I-1. 

 

http://www.h-gac.com/rds/forecasts/default.aspx
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City of Dayton 

Development throughout the City of Dayton is not required to adhere to a comprehensive plan, 

thoroughfare plan, or a future land use plan as these forms of land use control do not currently exist.  

Representing a population of approximately 4,500 residents, the City of Dayton is in the process of 

developing a Five-Year Capital Expenditure Plan.  This plan should be considered an initial step for future 

growth planning within this community.  According to the city manager, the construction of the Grand 

Parkway Segements H and I-1 is not expected to induce either a positive or negative impact on the Five 

Year Capital Expenditure Plan as the proposed alignment is at least six miles from the developing areas 

located within the city limits.  A majority of the land use associated with the proposed Grand Parkway 

alignment is agricultural, so the potential does exist for future development along the proposed alignment.  

No forms of land use control have been executed to date that would influence, guide, or prevent specific 

land uses from establishing along the proposed Grand Parkway corridor. 

 

City of Mont Belvieu 

The City of Mont Belvieu adopted its current Comprehensive Plan 2010 on April 26, 1999.  With regards to 

the proposed project and land use planning, the City of Mont Belvieu’s Comprehensive Plan encourages a 

mix of land uses including commercial, industrial, multi-family and vacant classifications along the proposed 

routes for the proposed Grand Parkway to accomodate “the strong potential to develop in the future.”   

 
In terms of transportation planning, the alignment of the Grand Parkway was considered as one of three 

major factors in developing the transportation component of the Comprehensive Plan.  The plan states “the 

alignment of the Grand Parkway, and the impending construction of this highway, will have a major impact 

on the City of Mont Belvieu.  Based on this fact, it is essential that the City take a proactive approach in 

influencing the alignment.  The City should coordinate with the Grand Parkway Association and the Texas 

Department of Transportation to ensure the best alignment of the future Grand Parkway and best 

alternative(s) for planned east/west major thoroughfare interchanges at Grand Parkway.”  The Mont Belvieu 

City Council provided a statement regarding its preferred alignment to the Grand Parkway Association in 

May 2007 (Appendix: City of Mont Belvieu Support Letter).   

 
Additionally, the City of Belvieu’s Major Thoroughfare Plan – as an element of the Comprehensive Plan – 

includes the “Future Grand Parkway” alignment (Appendix: City of Belvieu Major Thoroughfare Plan).   
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City of Roman Forest 

Similar to the City of Dayton, development throughout the City of Roman Forest is not required to adhere to 

a comprehensive plan, thoroughfare plan, or a future land use plan as these forms of land use control do 

not currently exist.  No forms of land use control have been executed to date that would influence, guide, or 

prevent specific land uses from establishing along the proposed Grand Parkway corridor. 

 

Development Capacity of the Study Area 

The planned future development outlined in the various H-GAC and municipal plans presented in the 

previous section, coupled with existing economic development efforts, create a demand on the 

development capacity of the study area.  Current economic development trends include a range of activities 

from residential development subdivisions to a proposed master planned community. 

 
City of Dayton 

A total of five residential subdivision developments are reasonably foreseeable for the surrounding area 

east of the City of Dayton.  The developments range in size from 7.96 acres to 677.37 acres.  The largest 

of these developments is the John P. Dalton future planned subdivision. 

 

City of Mont Belvieu 

A master planned community is planned by the developer Aperion Communities for the area north of Mont 

Belvieu on the east and west sides of SH 146.  The planned community would be approximately 17,560 

acres in size and would consist of residential subdivisions and commercial and retail centers. 

 

City of Roman Forest 

A future residential subdivision is planned for the City of Roman Forest.  The future subdivision would be 

approximately 111 acres in size and would be located just south of Roman Forest Boulevard along US 59.  

 

Land Use Capacity Analysis 

A primary tool for urban planning is land use control.  The Cities of Dayton, Mont Belvieu, and  Roman 

Forest, and the unincorporated area of New Caney currently do not actively monitor the acreage of 

developed versus undeveloped land, growth pressures, demographic trends, and development patterns in 

order to conduct land use capacity analyses.  Therefore, land use capacity analysis information is not 

currently available for the study area. 
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Future Development Patterns in the Study Area  

The forecasted developments embodied in the various plans and policy documents previously discussed 

assume that the proposed Grand Parkway Segment H and I-1 facility will be constructed.  The basic land 

use patterns surrounding the anticipated construction of the Grand Parkway Segment H and I-1 facility are 

reflected in the comprehensive plan of the City of Mont Belvieu.  The proposed toll facility has been 

planned for many years, and the (minimal) existing land use planning for the region reflects the anticipated 

presence of the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1.  Existing comprehensive plans and associated zoning 

would likely not change as the proposed project is a planned transportation corridor that would benefit from 

coordinated design, infrastructure, and compatibility of land uses set forth by the City of Mont Belvieu.  

However, future comprehensive plans or other land use regulations may be influenced by the proposed 

Grand Parkway as the lack of land use regulation in the study area creates the potential for such influence. 

 
Summary of Travel Performance Estimates  

Travel time and traffic volumes (and perceived/real economic impact) are key transportation measures for 

estimating impacts on residential and commercial development.  Larger volumes that result from 

transportation improvements could support an increase of demand and prices bid for retail properties along 

a corridor, which in turn contributes to the potential for land-use changes.  Key questions are whether (1) 

that potential is sufficient to cause property owners and developers to build faster and differently than they 

would have, and (2) whether the comprehensive plan would have to be changed in any significant way (e.g. 

zoning, comprehensive plan designations, city limits, urban growth boundaries) to allow that change in 

development.  Key transportation variables of interest for land use analysis are change in travel time, traffic 

volumes, and mobility. 

 
Changes in Accessibility 

Changes in accessibility are most readily analyzed by comparing differences in travel time, congestion 

delay, levels of service, and average speed along a particular facility or study area.   

 
Studies on the differences of net travel time, congestion delay, levels of service and average speed with 

respect to the proposed toll collection method along the project were not conducted.  Although data 

depicting differences in traffic volume and traffic patterns are not readily available or easily modeled, some 

general assumptions can be made.  For example, because the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 facility 
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is a new location project, traffic currently utilizing the existing roadway network is expected to redistribute to 

the new facility and consequently reduce travel time, delays, and congestion in the immediate area.   

 
The changes in accessibility due to the construction of the proposed Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 

facility would likely be substantial.  Although direct comparisons of the travel time, congestion delay, levels 

of service, and average speeds were not readily available, it is anticipated that the traffic patterns in the 

area would most likely change.  The existing travel patterns would be influenced as a new travel route that 

represents a more direct northern/southern alternative, with higher speed limits and no traffic lights would 

be available.  

 
Along the proposed Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 facility, average speed would likely increase 

should electronic toll collection become the preferred method of toll collection.  This increase in speed can 

be attributed to the fact that vehicles would not need to slow down to pay tolls or maneuver to align with the 

proper toll collection lane.  In consequence, the level of service would likely improve as the increase in 

speed and reduced maneuvering would allow for more vehicles to pass through the facility each hour.  This 

increase throughput would lower the volume over capacity ratio resulting in improved level of service along 

with lower average daily traffic for the study area’s roadways.  The difference in actual volumes and trip 

distances based on the proposed method of toll collection method are anticipated to be minimal.  

 
ASSESSMENT OF INDIRECT LAND USE IMPACTS 

Potential for Land Use Change Assessment 

As discussed in Framework for Evaluation, the potential for land use change can be measured by 

changes in accessibility, changes in property value, expected growth, the relationship between land supply 

and demand, availability of public services, market factors, and public policy.  The population, employment, 

and land use forecasts described in this assessment presume the construction of the proposed Grand 

Parkway Segments H and I-1 facility.  Potential indirect impacts to land use associated with the proposed 

construction of the Grand Parkway facility are taken into consideration and presented in Table 2. 
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Table 2:  Indirect Land Use Impacts Assessment 

Change Data Sources Anticipated Indirect Impacts 
Potential for 

Land Use 
Change 

Change in accessibility 
Measured as change in travel time or delay, 
if available.  Otherwise, assessment of v/c or 
change in access 

Industry standards 

Because the Grand Parkway Segment H and I-1 is a proposed new location facility, it would 
change accessibility and mobility in the area.  Changes in the existing traffic patterns along the 
existing network would change existing travel patterns.  Traffic would most likely shift to the new 
facility and improve travel time, reduce congestion within and along the existing roadway network, 
and improve level of service within the project area.  The project would provide access ramps to 
planned residential and commercial developments (i.e., the Aperion Community and the John P. 
Dalton Subdivision). 

Very Strong 

Change in property value 
Measured in dollars 

Consultation with 
municipality officials (Cities 
of Dayton, Mont Belvieu, 
and Roman Forest) 
 
Public & Private Economic 
Development documents 

An economic analysis model was used to calculate direct, indirect, induced, and total impacts the 
proposed Grand Parkway would have on the economies of the four counties through which the 
project would cross.  The primary economic benefits of the proposed project are improved 
accessibility and improved traffic congestion management.  Tax benefits to state and local 
jurisdictions as a result of public and private employment and project spending are anticipated to 
increase as a result of the proposed Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1.  

Strong 

Forecasted growth 
Measured as population employment, land 
development; for region, city, or sub-area 

H-GAC 2035 Regional 
Growth Forecast 

Average annual population growth rates for the Cities of Dayton,  Mont Belvieu, and  Roman 
Forest span from 52.4 to 124.5 percent.  Average annual employment growth rates span from 15.7 
to 83.0 percent.  The construction of the proposed toll facility has been taken into consideration by 
H-GAC and the adjacent cities for decades. The study area’s population and employment is 
anticipated to increase by approximately 76.7 and 50.6 percent respectively. When compared to 
the 8-County H-GAC area, the study area’s population and employment forecasts reflect similar 
growth. Therefore, if the construction of the Grand Parkway does not take place, it is expected that 
the forecasted growth rates may decrease.   

Very Strong 

Relationship between supply and demand 
Measured as population, employment, land 
development 

Consultation with 
municipality officials (Cities 
of Dayton,  Mont Belvieu, 
and  Roman Forest) 

The construction of the proposed toll facility has been taken into consideration by the adjacent 
cities for decades.  However, due to the difference in land use capacity among the municipalities 
within the study area, the relationship between supply and demand may vary accordingly. Overall, 
construction of the Grand Parkway Segment H and I-1 facility would increase the probability of 
development. 

Moderate to 
Strong 

Availability of non-transportation services 
Measured number of people or employees 
that can be served; or barriers to service 
provisions 

Consultation with 
municipality officials (Cities 
of Dayton, Mont Belvieu, 
and  Roman Forest) 

No Capital Improvement Projects which consider or accomodate the construction of the proposed 
facility are scheduled for the study area.  Improvements to non-transportation services such as 
utilities, sewer, and water provision are programmed for the study area yet do not necessarily 
correlate with the construction of the proposed Grand Parkway facility. 

Very Strong 
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Table 2:  Indirect Land Use Impacts Assessment 

Change Data Sources Anticipated Indirect Impacts 
Potential for 

Land Use 
Change 

Other factors that impact the market for 
development 

Current economic 
development activities 
 
Consultation with 
municipality officials (Cities 
of Dayton,  Mont Belvieu, 
and  Roman Forest) 
 
Comprehensive Plans, 
etc. 

The project area has experienced stabilized development during the last few decades; however, 
plans exist for the continuation of development activities. Although adopted land use controls do 
not exist throughout the entire study area, local municipalities have been involved during the 
alignment alternatives analysis process and have offered input in order to maximize benefits to the 
local population while offsetting potential negative consequences (such as displacements).  The 
construction of the proposed project is anticipated to affect the future opportunities for 
development as construction of the proposed Grand Parkway Segment H and I-1 facility is 
considered an important infrastructure element for the new development in the study area. 

Very Strong 

Public policy 

Consultation with 
municipality officials (Cities 
of Dayton,  Mont Belvieu, 
and  Roman Forest) 
 

The construction of the proposed project has been planned for many years, and land use planning 
(if applicable) for the region reflects the anticipated presence of the facility.  The minimal land use 
planning tools within the study area (City of Mont Belvieu Comprehensive Plan, Land Use Plan, 
and Transportation/Thoroughfare Plan) have taken into consideration potential indirect impacts 
and exist to control the desired land use/transportation changes that would result from the 
construction of the proposed Grand Parkway. 

Very Strong 
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Potential Land Use Changes and Compatibility with Land Use Plans 

The indirect land use impacts analysis for the construction of the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 

presented in Table 2 results in a “strong to very strong” potential for land use change. In other words, if the 

facility is constructed, the cities’ assumed accessibility, economic development, growth, availability of non-

transportation services, and market for development would occur as planned.  The No-Build Alternative 

would be inconsistent with the comprehensive plan of the City of Mont Belvieu.  The No-Build Alternative 

would also be inconsistent with the future growth plans of the adjacent municipalities’ visions, goals and 

planning efforts to improve the tax base by developing the corridor into commercial, industrial, and 

residential land uses. The proposed construction of the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 has influenced 

development decisions within the study area.   

 
Policies to Mitigate Potential Land Use Impacts 

The mitigation of the development within the study area considered for this assessment would rest with the 

agencies with the authority to implement such controls.  This authority rests with the municipal 

governments and to a lesser extent, the county governments.  Examples of municipal government 

regulations include tree ordinances and development code.  The responsibility of transportation providers 

such as the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), local and regional transit agencies, and the local 

governments would be to implement a transportation system to complement the land use or development 

controls implemented.   

 
Soils and Farmlands  

Because the project would impact greater than one acre, it will require a Notice of Intent (NOI) to be filed 

with the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

(EPA) prior to the issuance of a Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) consruction storm 

water discharge permit as per Section 402 of the Clean Water Act.  Soil erosion and sedimentation would 

be minimized by the use, where practicable and feasible, of a combination of various best management 

practices (BMPs). 

 
The proposed project would cross soils and geology similar in nature, including some portions of prime 

farmland soils.  While these impacts (i.e., removal of topsoil, compaction, and removal of vegetation) do 

cause temporary to permanent loss to these resources, they are considered minor as rated and scored by 

the Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS).  Therefore, mitigation measures for permanent loss of 
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farmlands are not required.  Mitigation measures to be implemented during and after construction for 

temporary soils impacts, including erosion control measures, are considered prudent and positive in helping 

to restore a portion of these same resources.  

 

Water Quality 

Section 404 

Unavoidable impacts to waters of the U.S., including wetlands would occur as a result of the proposed 

project.  Implementation of any of the build alternatives would require a Section 404 permit from the U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Section 401 water quality certification, and an appropriate mitigation 

plan.  The proposed project would also require a TPDES construction storm water discharge permit and 

completion of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and an NOI. 

 
Section 401 

A Tier II checklist woud be developed in conjunction with an Individual Permit as required by the TCEQ.  

Design and construction would include construction and post-construction BMPs to manage stormwater 

runoff and control sediments.  Associated BMPs would include such practices as temporary vegetation, 

vegetative filter strips, biodegradable erosion control logs, and silt fencing.  Existing vegetation would be 

preserved wherever possible.  Temporary erosion and sedimentation control measures such as straw bale 

dikes, silt fences, rock berms, mulching, interceptor swales, sedimentation basins, and soil retention 

blankets would be implemented as needed prior to the initiation of construction.  Permanent soil erosion 

control features would be constructed as soon as feasible during the early stages of the construction 

through proper sodding and/or seeding techniques.  Additionally, post-construction measures could include 

retention/irrigation, detention basins, wet basins and/or in-line separators. 

 
In accordance with a TxDOT-TCEQ Memorandum of Understanding, any project that encroaches upon 

threatened or impaired stream segments, so designated under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act 

and/or within 5 miles upstream of a designated stream segment, must be coordinated with TCEQ.  

According to the 2006 Texas 303(d) list, two water bodies have impaired segments within the project area.  

Cedar Bayou is listed as impaired from a point 1.4 mi upstream of IH 10 to a point 4.6 mi upstream of 

FM 1960 because of low dissolved oxygen.  The proposed project crosses this segment of Cedar Bayou.  

As a result, coordination with TCEQ would be required.   
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Habitat 

Regulatory 

Activities to minimize the impacts to habitats from highway construction include:  minimizing devegetation 

of the construction area wherever safety allows, decreasing the amount of fill placement, and 

implementation of BMPs, including an erosion and sedimentation control plan.  Specific impact 

minimization to wetland areas may include: the roadway design (use of bridge crossings instead of filling 

embankment); the use of retention basins and revegetated swales to minimize runoff, sedimentation, 

turbidity, leaching of soil nutrients, and leaching of chemicals from petroleum products, pavement, and 

waste material; and maintaining flow patterns to ensure wetland hydrology in spite of roadway design 

requirements. 

 
The fact that some degree of impact is often unavoidable, regardless of the care applied during the 

planning, design, and construction of a highway, requires a plan for compensatory mitigation to replace 

functions, values, and features or habitat that may be disturbed.  On occasion, on-site restoration of 

degraded wetland habitat or creation of wetland habitat within the highway ROW through creative use of 

detention basins, borrow pit areas, or drainage runoff channels may be appropriate.  Where such measures 

may not effectively restore resource functions and values, off-site mitigation measures may be considered.   

 
Non-Regulatory 

Mitigation alternatives associated with on-site mitigation and off-site mitigation would continue to be 

investigated and evaluated by the Grand Parkway Association (GPA), Texas Parks and Wildlife 

Department (TPWD), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and the USACE.  Replacement of values for 

unregulated habitat (habitat not under USACE jurisdiction where compensation can be required) within 

transportation corridors and highway ROW may not always be practical, feasible, or safe.  A compensatory 

mitigation plan would be submitted to the USACE as part of the Section 404 permit review process.  It is 

anticipated that a non-wetland component would be incorporated, at the discretion of the TxDOT Houston 

District, into the mitigation plan to compensate for unavoidable impacts to non-regulated natural resources 

(agricultural land, riparian habitat, upland forests, etc.) as appropriate.  The GPA would continue to 

coordinate with the federal and state natural resource agencies and project stakeholders to develop a final 

compensatory mitigation plan that protects, enhances, and preserves the integrity of the natural 

environment. 
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Threatened and Endangered Species Act 

Federally-listed species are protected under the Endangered Species Act of 1973.  In general, this act 

protects both the species and the habitat.  State-listed species are protected under the Texas 

Administrative Code, Title 31, Part 2, Chapter 65, Subchapter G, Rules 65.71 – 65.176 and under the 

TPWD Statutes Chapters 67 and 68 revised May 31, 2002.  These regulations primarily address adverse 

effects to the State listed species only and do not include habitat.  

 
Accordinge to the USFWS Recovery Plan, all Texas prairie dawn populations known to occur were located 

west of the City of Houston. However, additional populations have been identified in northeast and eastern 

Harris County.  Although no potential habitat for the Texas prairie dawn is anticipated to occur within the 

project study area, surveys for Texas prairie dawn habitat would be conducted for the preferred alternative 

prior to construction activities to ensure that the proposed project would have no effect on the Texas prairie 

dawn. 

 
With the exception of the Texas prairie dawn, the only federally endangered terrestrial species that could 

occur within the study area is the red-cockaded woodpecker.  The TPWD Natural Diversity Databse (NDD) 

indicates that populations of red-cockaded woodpeckers are known to occur approximately 10.8 mi north 

and approximately 6.8 miles southwest of the proposed project.  The northern portion of the proposed study 

area occurs within the “Pine-Hardwood” vegetation type as defined by TPWD and contains significant 

stands of pine forest; however, with few exceptions, aerial photographs do not identify forest management 

practices that would be conducive to supporting red-cockaded woodpecker habitats. Because known 

populations of red-cockaded woodpeckers occur near the proposed study area and relatively large, 

unfragmented stands of pine woodlands occur in the northern portions of the study area, the proposed 

project has the potential to impact the red-cockaded woodpeckers.  These stands were found during a 

review of infrared aerial photographs.  A survey for red-cockaded woodpecker habitat would be conducted 

prior to construction activities to ensure that the proposed project would have no effect on the species.   

 
Floodplains 

A location hydraulic study would be performed during the final design of the proposed highway.  The study 

would provide detailed hydraulic information necessary to determine the use of culverts or a bridge at each 

stream crossing.  The structures would be designed according to FHWA and TxDOT standards.  These 

studies would be reviewed by local, state, and federal regulatory agencies to confirm that adequate 
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measures have been taken to ensure that floodplain encroachment does not increase the risk of flooding to 

adjacent property.  Areas sensitive to local flooding would be identified during the final design phase of the 

project.  If areas of severe flooding are identified, design criteria may be more restrictive than those 

specified in county orders.  The project would comply with the Montgomery, Harris, Chambers, and Liberty 

counties “floodplain program.”  Any proposed construction or development in a Special Flood Hazard Area 

would be coordinated with one or more of the Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers County 

floodplain administrators to receive a development permit.   

 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

All avian species considered migratory are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).  The 

Federal- and State-listed species in the project study area are all avian species that are considered 

migratory.  Some specimens may be local residents year round but the species in general does migrate.  

The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, kill, possess, transport or harm migratory birds, their eggs, parts and 

nests.  If construction or clearing is to take place during nesting season, which could extend from March 

through August, the area would need to be checked for active nests prior to the commencement of work.  If 

any active nests are found, the local USFWS biologist should be contacted to determine an appropriate 

plan of action.  No suitable nesting habitat was found within the proposed ROW for the Federal- or State-

listed species and no active nesting activities were observed for the non-listed species; therefore, no 

adverse effects are anticipated.   
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Overview 

As the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Houston-Galveston region, the Houston-

Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) is charged with enabling and creating a regional perspective for 

transportation and mobility.  The MPO must examine potential impacts to natural, cultural and 

socioeconomic resources including Title VI (environmental justice) communities, air and water quality, 

land use, and vegetation implications at the planning and project development phases for individual 

transportation projects, and in some cases, networks of free facilities due to requirements of the 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.   

In order to maintain mobility in the region the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) provides major 

strategies, which utilized together will preserve needed regional mobility.  The RTP recognizes that 

although the region cannot build itself out of congestion, adding system capacity cannot be avoided and 

is thus an important strategy for improving mobility.  Adding capacity to the roadway network is costly, 

and with dwindling funding, strategies such as tolled facilities have become an increasingly attractive 

option as a means of adding capacity to the network. The Houston-Galveston region is now one of the 

few regions in the country that has or is on the verge of having a regional tolled roadway network.  This 

analysis focuses on a regional tolled roadway network and its cumulative and indirect impacts on the 

above mentioned resources.   

Cumulative impacts may result from individually minor, but collectively significant actions taking place 

over time.  H-GAC plans for regional changes over a long time horizon, 30 years, thus providing a means 

to assess cumulative impacts to the region.  Additionally, indirect effects are typically observed after the 

action occurs.  Consideration of both the indirect and cumulative effects of a regional tolled roadway 

network is essential to the analysis of tolled facilities as the existence of this type of network can cause 

long term changes in air and water quality, vegetation, and land use patterns.  Air and water quality are 

most affected by the increase the number of vehicles and non-permeable surface area, respectively.  

Furthermore, as the regional tolled roadway network increases, the potential for changes in land use 

also increase.  Land use changes often result because the regional tolled roadway network and proposed 

additions are located outside of the core urban area where development is not yet clearly defined or 

existing. 

Indirect and cumulative impacts from a regional tolled roadway network may also be evident in Title VI 

populations as these populations are most sensitive to a tolled roadway network in relation to access. 

Restricting access based on pricing has the potential to create disproportionate adverse effects.  This 

analysis focuses on quantifying the benefits and/or disbenefits to the identified Title VI populations 

based on accessibility and travel time.   

It is also likely that a tolled roadway network will also have an impact on the regional economy as freight 

and transportation are vital to the health of the economy in the Houston-Galveston region.  This analysis 

concludes that a regional tolled roadway network is not expected to have any significant adverse 

cumulative or indirect impacts.   
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Regional Perspective 

The freeway and toll road system is a major component of the Houston-Galveston regional 

transportation system. The freeway/toll road system represents nearly 19 percent of regional lane miles 

but carries more than 48 percent of vehicle miles traveled. Although growth in vehicle travel may be 

mitigated by transit system expansion, improved operation of major arterial streets and growth of 

teleworking and e-business options, regional and state economic growth will require continued 

expansion of the region’s freeway/toll road network. 

The Harris County Metropolitan Transit Authority (METRO) is the region’s largest transit provider. Its 

service area encompasses approximately 1,300 square miles. The agency has 100 miles of barrier-

separated high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes operating on six freeways that carry 73,000 carpool and 

vanpool passengers daily. 

Inherent to the region’s freeways are the high costs of maintenance and improvements. Although they 

generate few operational costs once constructed, building, maintaining, and expanding freeway facilities 

is very expensive.  Over the last few years, the idea of user-fee based roadways has been growing in 

acceptance and popularity, and recently the Texas Transportation Commission adopted a favorable toll 

road policy to promote the study of additional toll roads throughout the state. 

The Houston-Galveston region is a national leader in using toll roads as a method of financing facilities 

and improving mobility for more than two decades. Currently, there are four toll roads in operation - the 

Hardy, Sam Houston Parkway, Westpark, and Fort Bend Parkway Toll Roads.  As shown in Table 1, the 

system of toll roads and "managed" (High Occupancy Toll) lanes is planned to grow from approximately 

289 lane miles today to over 853 lane miles by 2035.  In addition to increasing system capacity, the 

development of managed lanes will provide travel priority for transit buses, carpools, and vanpools on 

an expanded number of roadways, thereby greatly increasing their attractiveness to commuters and 

reducing congestion. 

Table 1:  Transportation System Expansions (Lane Miles)  

 

Managed lanes use pricing as a means to manage demand.  In essence, during peak periods managed 

lanes carry vehicles with a certain minimum number of occupants for no or low toll amounts with single 

occupant vehicles paying a higher toll. This “management” allows for fine tuning of HOV lane eligibility 

because tolls can be varied to find the appropriate price to generate only sufficient additional demand 

to utilize any spare capacity.  This use of capacity will not slow travel time because the pricing 

component ensures that the federal requirements regarding HOT lanes with speed limits greater than 

50 mph must maintain a speed of 45 mph 90% of the time during peak periods is upheld. 

Freeway Toll Roads HOT Lanes Arterial Total Lane Miles 

2009 Network 3,669 658 289 19,955 24,571 

2035 RTP 4,339 2,049 853 25,614 32,855 
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Figure 1, shows the toll and managed lane improvements to the roadway system contained in the 

fiscally constrained Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the year 2035. 

Figure 1: Freeway/Tollway/Managed Lane System Improvements 
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As regional population and employment continues to grow, transit will become an increasingly 

important tool for improving mobility.  Transit is forecast to significantly increase from its current 

485,000 daily boardings, to over 725,000 daily passenger boardings by 2035.  This significant increase 

will be attributed to: 

 Expansion of transit services (increased bus and rail transit services), 

 New transit modes (commuter rail transit and signature express bus service), 

 Transit connectivity to multiple employment centers, and 

 Coordination of transit services among regional public transportation providers. 
 

The 2035 METRO Long Range Plan (shown in the map below) is an iterative process incorporating the 

2025 METRO Solutions Plan and future mobility needs identified in regional planning efforts.  METRO’s 

2035 Long Range Plan recommends significant expansion of the current transit system and includes a 

network of integrated high capacity transit facilities on major travel corridors.  This plan also identifies 

significant service expansions beyond the METRO service area.  New improvements scheduled for 

implementation through the year 2035 include high occupancy tolls, a new intermodal terminal, park-n-

ride facilities, and several new high capacity transit corridors throughout the region.  Additional key 

elements of the METRO Solutions plan include: 

 89 miles of fixed guideway transit – LRT 

 84 miles of CRT 

 40 miles of Signature Bus 
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Demographics 

The following information and projections provide an overview of H-GAC demographics at the regional 
level.  The 2000 population of the Houston-Galveston region is over 4.5 million people, which includes 
eight counties and covers more than 7,000 square miles. Several counties in the region are listed among 
the top ten for growth in the nation having experienced double-digit population growth for over a 
decade. Significant investments have been made to the regional transportation system, such as the 
expansion of our major highways and our toll road systems.  The region is anticipated to grow by more 
than 3 million new residents by 2035.  Table 2, below, shows the projected demographic changes 
expected in the region by 2035. 

Table 2: Projected Demographic Changes in H-GAC Region 2000-2035 

 
Year 2000 Source: U.S. Census Bureau  

As can be seen in Table 3, significant changes in the distribution of household income are also projected 
to occur in the H-GAC region between 2000 and 2035.  This analysis divided household income into five 
groups:  0 to $15,000; $15,000 to $30,000; $30,000 to $50,000; $50,000 to $75,000; and $75,000 and 
above.  The income figures are presented in 1995 base year dollars since the travel demand model is 
estimated based on the 1995 household survey.  These income figures will be updated to incorporate 
the 2008-2009 household survey when available.  The current (year 2000) household income 
distribution has the least percentage of households in the lowest income quintile ($0 to $15,000) and 
the highest percentage of households in the highest income quintile ($75,000 and above).     

The projection for year 2035 shows this distribution reversing, with the highest income quintile having 
the lowest household percentage share, and the lowest income quintile the second highest household 
percentage share.  While the percentage of households within the middle quintile ($30,000 to $50,000) 
is projected to increase by 2035, the largest projected increase is in the lowest quintile.  These 
projections indicate that overall wealth, as indicated by income, will decrease in the future.  This shift in 
the percentage of the populations within income quintiles indicates a potential change and possible 
increase in future TITLE VI zones. 

 
 
 
 
 

H-GAC Region 2000 2035 % change

Population 4,669,571 8,835,000 89.20

Households 1,639,401 3,302,013 101.40

% Minority 52.10 68.97 16.87

% Non-minority 47.80 31.02 -16.87

% Zero-Auto Households 8.28 14.10 5.82
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Table 3: Percent of Households in H-GAC Region within Income Categories 

 
*Year 2000 Source: U.S. Census Bureau 

CUMULATIVE REGIONAL EFFECTS 

Air Quality 

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (CAAA) require transportation plans, programs, and projects in 

nonattainment areas, which are funded or approved by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) or 

Federal Transit Administration (FTA), to conform to the State Implementation Plan (SIP).  This ensures 

that transportation plans, programs, and projects do not produce new air quality violations, worsen 

existing violations, or delay timely attainment of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). 

Under the Clean Air Act, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) established criterion called the 

National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) to determine the health threat of criteria pollutants, 

generally located within Consolidated Metropolitan Statistical Areas (CMSAs).  If a CMSA has a health 

threat it is designated as a ‘non-attainment’ area until compliant.  The Houston-Galveston Area is in 

non-attainment for the 1997 8-hour Ozone standard, and it has been classified as “severe”. 

Transportation conformity is an analytical methodology that establishes the connection between 

projected on-road emissions from the RTP and the known reductions in the motor vehicle emission 

budget from the State Implementation Plan.  Through the process of transportation conformity, the RTP 

uses the SIP on-road mobile strategies and air quality targets to demonstrate if the RTP complies with 

the federal air quality requirements. Vehicle emissions resulting from the implementation of 

transportation projects in the 2035 RTP cannot exceed emission budgets established by the SIP. The 

Houston-Galveston region must demonstrate that the 2008 - 2011 Transportation Improvement Plan 

(TIP) and the long-range plan (2035 RTP) result in less volatile organic compounds (VOC) and nitrogen 

oxides (NOx) than established and approved by EPA for the base year and each horizon year. On 

September 7, 2007, the Federal Highway Administration certified that the 2035 RTP and the 2008 – 2011 

TIP, as revised, conformed to the requirements of the State Implementation Plan for the Houston-

Galveston ozone nonattainment area. 

The Level of Mobility (LOM) was developed to illustrate the degree of congestion on roadways within 

the region. The LOM is comparable to the standard engineering Level of Service (LOS) measure which is 

based on volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratios.  The table below shows the relative distribution of morning 

peak period congestion levels for the current and future systems as a percentage of vehicle miles 

Household Income (1995 $) 2000* 2035 % change

$0 to $15,000 14.31% 18.07% 3.79%

$15,000 to $30,000 18.32% 21.60% 3.28%

$30,000 to $50,000 22.27% 24.41% 2.14%

$50,000 to $75,000 18.91% 19.03% 0.12%

$75,000 and above 26.19% 16.89% -9.30%
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traveled in each LOM category.  There will be an increase in regional congestion levels if the forecasted 

growth occurs. The most significant changes would be at the low end of the range (tolerable congestion 

levels) and high end (severe) congestion levels, between the current system performance and a future 

scenario without the RTP projects (the no-build). The projects in the RTP would reduce the percentage 

of severely congested VMT in the morning peak period, from about 50% to less than 30% compared to a 

No-build scenario. 

 

Figure 2: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The additional introduction of priced facilities into the existing roadway network would not cause any 

cumulative impacts to air quality.  Moreover, a regional priced roadway system provides additional 

travel capacity to the roadway network which allows a greater flow of traffic throughout the region, 

decreasing the amount of cars traveling at lower speeds or idling conditions.  This would result in less 

fuel combustion and lower emissions including Mobile Source Air Toxins (MSATs), Carbon Monoxide 

(CO), and Ozone.  As noted in the direct, indirect, and project level cumulative analysis discussions, 

EPA’s vehicle and fuel regulations, coupled with fleet turnover, are expected to result in substantial 

reductions of on-road emissions, including MSATs, CO and ozone precursors. 

 

Water Quality 

The Houston-Galveston region has an abundance and variety of water resources and includes rivers, 

lakes and bays, among others.  The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ), along with the 

Clean Rivers Program and numerous local agencies, is responsible for monitoring all major bodies of 

water and reporting those conditions in a biennial Texas Water Quality Inventory report.  Section 303(d) 

of this report details those water bodies TCEQ has identified as impaired due to water contamination.   

The 303(d) list identifies several major water systems as impaired with pollutants and bacteria in the 

Houston-Galveston Transportation Management Area (TMA).  A majority of the waterways located in 

the Trinity-San Jacinto Coastal Basin, San Jacinto River Basin, San Jacinto-Brazos Coastal Basin, Brazos-

Colorado Coastal Basin, including bays and estuaries that flow to the Gulf of Mexico, are impaired and 
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included in the 303(d) list.  The construction of the proposed priced facility system would cross and 

impact the above mentioned water bodies at multiple locations and could cause water quality impacts.  

The increase of impervious square footage from adding capacity to the roadway network greatly 

increases non-point source pollution and the potential to cause further impairment to the region’s 

waterways.   

As stated previously, TCEQ regulates water quality through Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans 

(SWP3), Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4), and Best Management Practices (BMPs).  All 

construction of the priced facilities in the RTP would follow these water quality regulations that would 

aid in preventing further pollution to these impaired waters and to waters that are not impaired.  

Additionally any indirect land use development that would occur from the construction of these facilities 

would follow TCEQ’s regulations for water quality through SWP3 and MS4.  Although overall impacts 

cannot be avoided, the above mentioned mitigation techniques will ensure that the regional priced 

facility network would not have a significant cumulative impact to water quality. 

 

Vegetation 

Prairies, Wetlands, Bottomland Forests, Upland Forests, and Riparian Corridors ecosystems are all 

located in the Houston region. Each of these resources serves particular functions and provides vital 

functions such as flood protection, air quality, water quality and wildlife habitat. Protection of these 

natural resources that contribute to our region’s quality of life is an important priority when planning for 

our region’s future growth and transportation requirements, a desire that was strongly echoed at the 

Envision Houston Region workshops and forums.  

As growth and development are part of our region’s future, it is not feasible that every environmental 

parcel will be able to be conserved. However, it is feasible that the region identifies and works to 

conserve those areas that have the most significant ecology. H-GAC identified areas of concern that are 

distinct environmental resources within the H-GAC region for special consideration in the transportation 

planning process. However, the identification is not intended to be used for project-level screening. The 

results are intended to be used for long-range planning purposes and screening to identify areas in 

which future transportation projects or development may potentially impact these sensitive resources. 

In addition, the identified environmental resources are areas in which mitigation efforts may be focused. 

In some instances disturbing natural resources may be unavoidable for regionally significant projects or 

projects located on facilities that are multiple-lane, limited access facilities, such as highways and 

tollways. Due to their scale, regionally significant projects potentially have a larger impact on the 

environment than a local project and therefore were closely examined.  Currently, projects within the 

2035 RTP are individually subject to environment requirements but have no mechanism for cumulatively 

identifying or mitigating environmental impacts.  At the project level, the Texas Department of 

Transportation (TxDOT) Houston District can mitigate for loss of vegetation with the Texas Parks and 

Wildlife Department, and wetlands mitigation would occur through the permitting process under the 
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jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  Locally, cities can also curb vegetation loss by 

implementing measures to protect vegetation areas. 

Impacts to vegetation will undoubtedly occur from the priced facility system.  However, as these 

impacts are best regulated at the project level, region-wide impacts on vegetation would be minimal 

from toll network facilities. 

Land Use 

While we can increase system capacity, manage demand, and improve the efficiency of the existing 

system, the strategy with potentially the most effect upon improving mobility and quality of life is the 

strategy of connecting transportation and land use. Land use has a direct impact on the ability of the 

region’s transportation system and agencies to deliver a variety of travel choices. The 2035 RTP has 

shown that sustained major investments in roadway capacity will only moderate, and will not eliminate 

the level of future traffic congestion; however, substantial mobility gains are possible through better 

coordinated land use and transportation planning.  

The Envision Houston Region process was initiated by the Houston-Galveston Area Council and its 

partners to engage residents in a discussion of the region’s future growth and development. The process 

focused on land use and transportation alternatives. Citizen input from workshops was used to develop 

growth scenarios representing two different types of alternative development patterns. The objective 

was to provide information on the projected impacts of the alternatives and to highlight the difference 

between the two growth scenarios developed from the workshops and the Base Case or traditional 

growth scenario.  Table four (4) shows the statistics produced through the analysis of each scenario.  

Brief descriptions of each scenario are below. 

 Scenario A:  (fiscally Constrained 2035 RTP network) denotes the current growth and 

development pattern for the Houston Region, based on H-GAC’s 2035 demographic forecasts. It 

is characterized by low-density housing development in currently undeveloped portions of the 

region with mixed-use development along major roadways. Jobs are concentrated in the central 

business district, and several other employment centers are scattered throughout the region. 

 Scenario B:  indicates the workshop participants’ ideal growth pattern, adjusted to the regional 

forecast of household and job growth. This scenario is characterized by development along 

major roadways, in a radial pattern, creating centers at major intersections. 

 Scenario C:  signifies the workshop participants’ ideal growth pattern, adjusted to the forecast of 

household and job growth by county. This scenario clusters mixed-use development in satellite 

cities and along major roadways in a radial pattern. Satellite employment centers emerge 

throughout the region. 
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Table 4:  Alternative Growth Scenarios  

 

 

 

 

*Denotes change over Scenario A  

These results reinforce the public’s intuitive notions about coordinated transportation and land use 

planning.  H-GAC has identified a three-pronged land use and transportation coordination strategy that 

calls for the creation of bicycle and pedestrian friendly Centers; establishment of better Connections 

between the centers, and designs based on the Context of the surrounding land uses. This “3C's” 

strategy, in addition to enhancing mobility choices, is expected to produce economic, environmental 

and “quality of place” benefits for the region. 

In order to integrate the 3C’s concepts into regional transportation planning, H-GAC has identified the 

following five strategies:  

1. Coordinate transit and roadway planning to connect existing and planned centers with the 

region's multi-modal transportation network,  

2. Promote roadway designs appropriate for the context of the surrounding community to ensure 

safe, convenient travel choices for all user modes,  

3. Coordinate transportation improvements and private sector development efforts to promote 

projects that combine sustainable mobility and economic benefits,  

4. Help fund local planning studies to assist in the development of centers and,  

5. Provide funding support for infrastructure projects that enhance connections within and 

between centers.  

In addition to expanding the regional transit system, transit ridership and efficiency can be improved by 

coordinating transit and land use. Development along transit lines that increases density and integrates 

transit with the development can make transit more accessible and decrease the need for single-

occupancy vehicle trips. Recommended strategies include:  

 Promote community design that provides convenient access to transit systems:  

 Promote transit-oriented development investments around regional transit facilities:  

 Enhance access opportunities for the transportation disadvantaged  

 

These land use/transportation coordination tools are tools that can be used in the H-GAC region to 

reduce the need for additional infrastructure, including utilities, transportation, water, toll facilities, etc) 

for the region. Without sustainable land use, the addition cost of new infrastructure items will increase 

beyond the current estimated costs.   

Data of Interest Scenario A Scenario B Scenario C

Transit Boardings 758,000 +10%* + 20%*

Vehicle Miles Traveled 248M - 7%* - 7%*

Vehicle Hours Traveled 7M - 16%* - 15%*

NOx Emissions 46.58 46.43 43.74

VOC Emissions 50.72 48.65 47.65
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The current future roadway facility outlined in the fiscally constrained 2035 RTP (Scenario A, above) is in 

support of the predicted land use changes and growth in the region.  To meet the demand of the 

expansive growth and changes to land use from development, the aim of the 2035 transportation 

network is to supply the transportation portion of infrastructure requirements for the expanding growth 

and development.  Current and future predicted available funds from the federal government for 

transportation alone will not be able meet the demands for the transportation infrastructure needed to 

support the predicted changes.  Toll roads and managed lanes are methods that the RTP employs to 

ensure the transportation demands from future growth are met based on limited transportation funds. 

The proposed 2035 toll network may affect land use within the MPO boundaries by creating land 

development opportunities.  However, the toll network is only one factor in creating favorable land 

development conditions; other prerequisites for growth in the region include demand for new 

development, favorable local and regional economic conditions, adequate utilities, and supportive local 

land development policies.  The proposed 2035 toll network as currently envisioned may, with the right 

conditions, help influence and facilitate the additional planned regional land use conversion, 

redevelopment, and growth. 

Economic 

In 2006 H-GAC completed an extensive financial survey that included local governments and agencies 

with significant expenditures on the transportation network and services.  The result is a more complete 

understanding of how much, by whom, and where transportation dollars are being spent.  The results 

indicate a significant undercounting in previous plans (based on preliminary results) of the contribution 

by local governments on transportation investments.  However, for the purposes of fiscal constraint, this 

undercounting is neither surprising nor alarming because a large portion of local transportation 

investment is done on local street networks that are not included in the RTP because they are not 

considered to be of regional significance.  Fiscal constraint is demonstrated for the regionally significant 

transportation projects.   

This financial summary is different from one in past Plans in that it conforms to new federal regulations 

requiring the expression of future costs and revenues in year-of-expenditure dollar values, that is, the 

effects of inflation must be included.  The rate of inflation from 1996-2005 years has been, on average, 

2.53%.  Another innovation is attempt at expressing the costs of projects in terms of their total costs, 

including the costs of right-of-way, realignment of utilities, and engineering costs, all of which are paid 

for from statewide accounts, as opposed to federal or state dollars that are directly apportioned to the 

Houston-Galveston area. 

Expenditures.  Expenditures on the transportation network include building new and improving existing 

roadways and transit lines (added capacity), operating the network and maintaining it in good repair 

(Operations & Maintenance), reconstructing existing facilities when it has reached the end of its useful 

life (System Preservation), financing costs associated with debt incurred for transportation projects 

(Financing), and wages and salaries paid to various staff of the roadway and transit agencies 

(Administration). Total Estimated Expenditures 2035: $158.9 Billion. 
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For the next several years the region is expecting to continue the trend of expanding the transportation 

network through added capacity projects, for example, the expansion of I-10 West and the creation of 

new rail and guided rapid transit lines.  However, in the 2006 edition of the Texas Metropolitan Mobility 

Plan prepared by H-GAC, findings indicate that added capacity projects will decrease in spending relative 

to system preservation costs. Not only will there be a larger network to maintain in the future, but also 

system preservation efforts are currently under-funded.  In the future, more revenues will be needed for 

system preservation to prevent further deterioration of roadway surfaces. 

When examined by mode of travel (roadway, transit, or bicycle), nearly 71% of all expenditures are for 

roadway projects that support the automobile.  In a region known for its dispersed suburbanized 

housing, this percentage is not unusual.  However, over the last several years transit investments have 

increased dramatically, and this trend is expected to continue.  

 

Expenditures By Category
in $ Billions

O&M

$44.5

28%

Added Capacity

$73.8

47%

System 

Preservation

$24.0

15%

Administration

$8.1

5%

Financing

$8.5

5%
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Revenues.  The estimated total revenue available for the 2035 RTP is $168.9 Billion.  These revenues 

come from a variety of federal, state, and local sources.  Among the federal sources is the federal gas 

tax, and programmed funds from the Federal Highway Administration and the Federal Transit 

Administration.  State sources include the motor fuel tax, vehicle registration fees, pass-through 

financing agreements, and other state allocations.  Local sources include property and sales taxes 

collected by the cities and counties, toll revenues, bonds, and user fees from transit agencies. As a 

group, the local sources provide the greatest amount of revenues for the RTP.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Expenditures by Mode
in $ Billions

Transit

$45.0

28.3%

Roads

$112.7

70.9%

Freight 

Rail/Other

$0.7

0.4%

Bike/Pedestrian

$0.6

0.4%

Revenue Sources
in $ Billions

Local

$18.0

11%

METRO Sales 

Tax

$31.2

18%

Toll

$31.5

19%User Fees

$5.5

3%

Other

$2.8

2%

Federal

$28.1

17%

State

$32.7

19%

Bonds

$19.1

11%
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It is particularly important to note that the region’s reliance on toll receipts to fund the RTP is growing 

each year.  New toll roads, such as the SH 99-Grand Parkway, as well as managed lanes, such as the High 

Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes currently being constructed on I-10 West, are scheduled to come on line in 

the next 30 years.  Although the Harris, Fort Bend, Brazoria and Montgomery County Toll Road 

Authorities are not obligated to spend tolling receipts on non-toll transportation projects, in the past 

they have reinvested all toll-generated revenues into the toll and connecting roadway road systems.   

Title VI (Environmental Justice) 

Methodology 

The unit used for this analysis is the traffic analysis zone (TAZ).  The TITLE VI traffic analysis zones (TITLE 

VI zone) are selected based on the Census 2000 block groups that contain 51 percent or greater minority 

and low-income populations1.  A TAZ is recognized as a TITLE VI zone if 50 percent its area is covered by 

TITLE VI block groups.2 

As shown in Table 5, in the year 2000 approximately 31 percent of the H-GAC regional population has 

been identified as being within TITLE VI zones, which represents approximately 46 percent of the total 

number of Traffic Analysis Zones in the 8-county region.  This equates to 1,383 of the total 3,000 traffic 

analysis zones are considered to be environmental justice TAZs. As can be seen in Figure 3, there are 

significant TITLE VI communities located in throughout the H-GAC region, but the majority of TITLE VI 

communities are located within Harris County and generally clustered within the Sam Houston Toll 

Road.  Figure 3 also shows a subset of the TITLE VI zones that have minority or low-income population 

that are greater than 51 percent of the total TAZ population.   

Table 5: Distribution of TITLE VI/EJ Communities in H-GAC Region        

 

ANALYSIS APPROACH 

This analysis addresses the potential impacts of tolled facilities on accessibility by analyzing their impacts 

on the travel time choices of the persons residing in TITLE VI zones and Non-TITLE VI zones.  The 

introduction of tolled facilities will generally result in a travel time benefit (i.e., a travel time savings) to 

those who choose to use the facilities (both TITLE VI and non-TITLE VI users).  It is a user decision 

whether or not to use one of the proposed new tolled facilities.  From a TITLE VI perspective, it appears 

the issue should be whether the introduction of the proposed tolled facilities is expected to have a 

                                                           
1
 Low-income households equal $21,350.  This number is base on the 2005-2007 American Community Survey by 

the US Census Bureau. 
2
 A Title VI TAZ is based on the area coverage of low-income and/or minority block groups, not on total population 

of the TAZ. 

Population 2000 % of Total # of TAZ % of Total

Total Population within 

TITLE VI zones
1,634,500 31.3 1,383 46.1

Total Regional 

Population
5,214,051 100.0 3,000 100.0
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significant and/or disproportionate adverse impact on the TITLE VI population.  This issue is addressed 

by analyzing forecasted trips made by the TITLE VI population that are “candidate” trips for the new 

tolled facilities.   

Two networks were used for purposes of these analyses: 2035 RTP build and 2035 No- Build Managed 

Road.  Figure 4 shows the full extent of the toll and managed lane system as contained in the fiscally 

constrained 2035 RTP.  As shown in Figure 5, the no-build network is essentially the fiscally constrained 

2035 RTP network with the existing plus committed managed lane system; the Katy Freeway high-

occupancy-toll-lanes are included since this facility is due to open in 2009. 

Analysis Assumptions and Limitations 

The region’s travel demand models do not provide a means for tracking travel at an individual 

household level, but do provide a means for tracking travel at a zonal level.  For purposes of the 

analyses, the zones are specified as either Title VI zones, (i.e. EJ zones) or non-Title VI zone, (i.e. non-EJ 

zones) based of the socioeconomic characteristics of the zonal populations.  Some regional travel 

models employ a generalized cost assignment procedure for toll analyses.  The H-GAC models perform 

toll analyses at the mode choice level.  Hence, the H-GAC travel model uses a multi-class assignment 

procedure rather than a generalized cost procedure.   

The mode choice models are applied by trip purpose.  For the mode choice toll analyses, two travel time 

estimates are developed from each zone to all other zones:  1) the travel time using both toll and non-

toll links (commonly referred to as “toll path” travel times) , and 2) the travel time using only non-toll 

links (commonly referred to as the “free path” travel time).  In the mode choice model, if the toll path 

does not offer a shorter travel time between two zones than the free path travel time, the trip is not 

consider a candidate for using a toll facility.  If a trip can save travel time using a toll path over a free 

path then it is considered a “candidate” trip.  Of course, not all candidate trips will choose to use a tolled 

path.  The probability of a candidate trip using a tolled path is a function of a number of variables such 

as the magnitude of the potential travel time savings, the toll costs and the income characteristics of the 

zones residents.  Aspects of this approach are employed in the analyses presented in this report. 

In mode choice model applications, there is a single highway network which is used to estimate the 

travel times for toll paths and free paths.  For the regional toll analyses, there are two networks: the 

“Build” network (i.e., the forecasted roadway network containing the subject toll facilities) and the “No-

build” network (i.e., the network containing all the forecasted roadways except the subject toll 

facilities).  Existing and committed toll facilities are contained in both networks.  In this analytical 

setting, simply comparing the toll path versus free path option will not identify the candidate trips for 

only the new toll facilities being studied.  Indeed, such a grouping would include trips using both existing 

and proposed toll facilities.   

To focus on candidate trips for the new toll facilities, the travel time for toll paths in the Build network is 

compared to the toll path travel time in the No-build network.  The trips from Title VI zones are 

stratified as either candidate trips or non-candidate trips using the data from the two networks.  
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Likewise, the trips produced by the Non-Title VI zone are similarly stratified.   Stated differently, the trips 

for a given trip purpose is segmented into four groups: 

1. Trips produced by Title VI zones that are classified as “Candidate” trips  

2. The remaining trips produced by Title VI zones that are classified as “Non-Candidate” trips  

3. T rips produced by non- Title VI zones that are classified as “Candidate” trips  

4. The remaining trips produced by non-Title VI zones that are classified as “Non-Candidate” trips  

Using toll path travel times and free path travel times from the Build and the No-build networks, there 

are four travel times for each trip, (i.e. 1. Build network-toll path option, 2. Build network-free path 

option 3. No-build network- toll path option and 4. No-build network – free path option).  By computing 

the average trip lengths for each of the options, the impacts of the two networks on the choice options 

can be quantified, compared and analyzed. 

Using this approach, the results allow the comparison of the toll and free path options for each network 

for each segmentation of trips.    Clearly the implementation of new toll facilities should be expected to 

benefit those who might chose to use a toll facility.  Of perhaps more interest is determining if there are 

any expected overall dis-benefit to those who might chose not to use a toll facility or that are not 

candidates for using one of the new toll facilities.    

 One of the interesting side benefits of the approach used is that it calls attention to the fact that there 

will be some potential travel time savings realized for trip makers who chose not to use a toll facility.  

These time savings would be expected to accrue from the reduced congestion on free facilities due to 

trips diverted to toll facilities. 

These analyses are regional level analyses and focus on average regional results.  Such analyses do not 

isolate any zone specific analyses or the impacts in the immediate proximity of the new proposed 

facilities.  These impacts were addressed by the analyses performed for the individual facilities.  Indeed, 

the purpose of these analyses are to determine if there are any cumulative regional impacts to the EJ 

populations  represented by the zones designated as EJ zones. 
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Figure 3: H-GAC Region with TITLE VI Communities of Concern 
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Figure 4:  2035 RTP Managed Road System 
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Figure 5:  2035 No-Build RTP Managed Road System 



Regional Cumulative and Indirect Effects of Toll Facilities                Houston-Galveston Area Council, October 2013 

Page 20 of 29  

A key focus of this analysis is to determine if the “free” path travel time under the Build scenario is 
significantly greater than the “free” path travel time under the No-Build scenario for the TITLE VI and 
Non-TITLE VI zones.  These analyses show the expected travel time benefits that may be realized by 
TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zone residents if they chose the pay options for their travel 
Trips were divided into Home-Based-Work (HBW) and Home-Based Non-Work (HBNW), and for both 

TITLE VI zones and Non-TITLE VI zones that can save highway travel time by using one of the new 

proposed toll facilities.  For a given trip purpose, the forecasted person travel was divided into four (4) 

market segments for analysis: 

1. Trips produced by a TITLE VI zone that are candidates for using one of the proposed new toll 
facilities (i.e., that could save travel time by electing to use one of the proposed new tolled 
facilities for their scheduled travel). 

2. Trips produced by a TITLE VI zone that are not candidates for using one of the proposed new toll 
facilities (i.e., that could not save travel time by electing to use one of the proposed new tolled 
facilities for their scheduled travel). 

3. Trips produced by a Non-TITLE VI zone that are candidates for using one of the proposed new 
toll facilities (i.e., that could save travel time by electing to use one of the proposed new tolled 
facilities for their scheduled travel). 

4. Trips produced by a Non-TITLE VI zone that are not candidates for using one of the proposed 
new toll facilities (i.e., that could not save travel time by electing to use one of the proposed 
new tolled facilities for their scheduled travel). 

 
As mentioned in the discussion of the approach, the objective of the TITLE VI analysis is to quantify the 

impacts of the Build and the No-Build options on the travel time of potential users.  Examination of 

these results will show whether the introduction of the proposed new tolled facilities is expected to 

generally have a significant and/or disproportionate negative impact on the TITLE VI population of the 

region.   

FINDINGS 

Home-Based Work Trips 

Table six (6) presents the number of Year 2035 HBW trips and their expected average trip length (ATL) 

for free and tolled path options under both the Build and No-Build Alternatives.  The travel times are 

based upon AM peak period congested travel times.  TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI population trips are each 

segmented into two (2) separate sub-groups: 

1. Those trips that can save travel time by using a toll facility; these trips are essentially trips that 
are “candidate trips” for using a toll facility. 

2. Those trips that cannot save travel time by using a toll road; these trips are essentially “non-
candidate trips” for using a toll facility.  Consequently for purposes this analyses, only the free 
path will be examined for these trips. 
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The following summarizes the findings presented in Table six: 

o Stratification of HBW Trips:  Of the 5,739,752 HBW trips forecasted, 2,641,756 (46%) are 
produced by TITLE VI zones while 3,097,996 (54%) are produced by the Non- TITLE VI zones.  For 
the TITLE VI zones 1,124,064 (43% of all TITLE VI trips) were identified as trips that could save 
travel time using one of the proposed new toll facilities.  For the Non-TITLE VI zones 1,571,960 
(51% of all TITLE VI trips) were identified as trips that could save travel time by using one of the 
proposed new toll facilities.   
 

o Candidate Toll Trips have Longer ATL: For both TITLE VI and Non- TITLE VI zones, the trips that 
can save travel time by using a new toll facility have a longer average trip length than those that 
cannot save travel time.  Toll roads, like normal freeways, are designed to serve longer trips.  
Hence, trips that can save significant time using such facilities exhibit a longer average trip 
length.  A large majority of the shorter trips simply do not have a path that can save time using 
one of the proposed toll facilities and hence are included in the subset of trips that cannot save 
travel time. 
 

o Differences in the ATL of Toll Options versus ATL of Free Options for TITLE VI Zones: Under the 
Build Network alternative, the 1,124,064 HBW trips produced by TITLE VI zones that can save 
travel time by using the new toll facilities have an average trip length under the toll path choice 
option of 34.72 minutes as compared to an average trip length for the free choice option of 
42.88 minutes.  In essence, the average toll path option is 8.16 minutes shorter than the free 
path option for the Build network.  Under the No-Build network, these same 1,124,064 HBW 
trips would have an average trip length of 36.30 minutes for the toll path option and 43.70 
minutes for the free path option.  Obviously, the additional new toll facilities result in there 
being more opportunities for travel time savings using toll facilities under the Build Alternative 
than under the No-Build alternative for the TITLE VI zone trips that can potentially save travel 
time by using the new toll facilities.  
 

o Differences in the ATL of Toll Options versus ATL of Free Options for Non-TITLE VI Zones:  Under 
the Build Network alternative, the 1,517,960 HBW trips produced by Non-TITLE VI zones that 
can save travel time by using the new toll facilities have an average trip length under the toll 
path choice option of 44.57 minutes as compared to a trip length for the free path choice option 
of 54.84 minutes.  In essence, the average toll choice option is 10.27 minutes shorter than the 
free path option for the Build network.  Under the No-Build network, these same 1,571,960 
HBW trips would have an average trip length of 49.18 minutes for the toll choice option and 
56.96 minutes for the free option.  As with the TITLE VI zones, the additional new toll facilities 
result in there being more opportunities for travel time savings using toll facilities under the 
Build Alternative than under the No-Build alternative for the Non-TITLE VI zone trips that can 
potentially save travel time by using the new toll facilities.  The differences in the potential 
travel time savings for the Non-TITLE VI zones versus the TITLE VI zones is largely related to their 
proximity to the proposed new toll facilities.  
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Table 6: 2035 HBW Person Trips 

   
AM Peak Average Trip Length (ATL) in minutes 

   
for Free Path and Tolled Path Options 

   
under the Build and No-Build networks 

  Segmentation of 2035 Number of  Build Network No-Build Network 

Production 
zones 

HBW Person Trips by 
potential  time savings 

2035 HBW 
Person Trips 

ATL using a 
Toll path 

ATL using a 
Free Path 

ATL using a Toll 
path 

ATL using a Free 
Path 

EJ Zones Trips that can            

  save 0+ minutes 1,124,064 34.72 42.88 36.3 43.7 

  using a new toll facility           

  Trips that cannot           

  save 0+ minutes 1,517,692 18.36 18.8 18.5 18.95 

  using a new toll facility           

Non-EJ zones Trips that can            

  save 0+ minutes 1,571,960 44.57 54.84 49.18 56.96 

  using a new toll facility           

  Trips that cannot           

  save 0+ minutes 1,526,036 20.56 20.89 20.96 21.3 

  using a new toll facility           

 

Table 7: Differences in Average Trip Lengths for 2035 HBW Person Trips 

   
Differences in 

   
AM Peak Average Trip Lengths (ATL) in minutes 

  Segment of 2035  Number of Differences in ATL for Differences in ATL for 

Production HBW Person Trips by 2035 HBW Toll Path Options Free Path Options 

Zones potential time savings Person Trips (No-Build ATL - Build ATL) (No-Build ATL - Build ATL) 

EJ Zones Trips that can    

1.58 0.82   save 0+ minutes 1,124,064 

  using a new toll facility   

  Trips that cannot   

0.14 0.15   save 0+ minutes 1,517,692 

  using a new toll facility   

Non-EJ zones Trips that can    

4.61 2.12   save 0+ minutes 1,571,960 

  using a new toll facility   

  Trips that cannot   

0.4 0.41   save 0+ minutes 1,526,036 

  using a new toll facility   

 

Table seven (7) compares the differences in the ATLs for the toll options under the Build Alternative 

versus the No-build Alternative.  The following summarizes the results presented in Table 7: 

o Differences in ATL for Toll Path Options for both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones:  As expected, 
the implementation of additional toll facilities in the Build Alternative results in an overall 
benefit by reducing ATL’s for the toll path options for both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones.  For 
the candidate trips that can save travel time by using the new toll facilities, the TITLE VI zones 
ATL for the toll options was reduced by 1.58 minutes and the Non-TITLE VI zones were reduced 
by 4.61 minutes.  While both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones benefit, the differences in the 
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ATLs for the Toll options is smaller for the TITLE VI zones than for the Non-TITLE VI zones.  As 
previously noted previously, the TITLE VI zones are generally more centrally located and, hence, 
are not located as close to many of the proposed new toll facilities as the non-TITLE VI zones.   
  

o Differences in ATL for Free Path Options for both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones:  The 
implementation of additional toll facilities in the Build Alternative also results in an overall 
benefit by reducing ATL’s for the free path options for both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones.  For 
the candidate toll trips that can save travel time by using the new toll facilities, the TITLE VI 
zones ATL for the free path options was reduced by 0.82 minutes and the Non-TITLE VI zones 
were reduced by 2.12 minutes.  While both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones benefit, the 
differences in the ATL’s for the free path options are smaller for the TITLE VI zones than for the 
Non-TITLE VI zones.  The free paths near the proposed toll facilities receive the greatest benefit 
in reduced congestion due the diversion of trips to the new toll facilities.  As previously 
mentioned, the TITLE VI zones are generally not located as close to the proposed new toll 
facilities as the non-TITLE VI zones, hence, the non-TITLE VI zones receive a greater benefit since 
there are more non-TITLE VI trips being made in the travel corridors served by the proposed 
new toll facilities. 
 

o Both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones benefit from Build Alternative:   From a TITLE VI 
perspective, perhaps the most important observation is that ATL for both toll path options and 
free paths are reduced under the Build alternative for both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones.  
Therefore these analyses did not find any significant and/or disproportionate adverse impacts 
on the ATL of the choice options for the TITLE VI zones; in fact, these results show that both 
TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones realize an overall benefit from the proposed new toll facilities in 
the Build Alternative. 
 

Home-Based Non-Work Trips 

Table eight (8) presents the number of Year 2035 HBNW trips and their expected ATL for free and tolled 

path options under both the Build and No-Build Alternatives.  Since most of the HBNW trips do not 

occur during the peak traffic periods, the travel times based on the 24-hour speeds were used for these 

analyses.  The 24-hour speeds are generally considered to represent typical off-peak speeds.  Therefore, 

the 24-hour travel times are used by the H-GAC’s HBNW mode choice model rather than the peak travel 

times. Again, the TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI population trips are each segmented into two separate sub-

groups: 

1. Those trips that can save any travel time by using a toll facility (i.e., essentially trips that are 
“candidate trips” for using a toll facility)  and; 

2. Those trips that cannot save any travel time by using a toll road.  Most of these trips don’t have 
a minimum time path that would use any toll facility.  There are some trips in this group that do 
not have a toll path and hence are unable to be toll users. These trips are essentially “non-
candidate trips” for using a toll facility.  Hence, for purposes of the TITLE VI analyses, only the 
free path travel times will be examined for these trips. 
 

The following summarizes the findings presented in Table 8: 
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o Stratification of HBNW Trips:  Of the 13,021,508 HBNW trips forecasted, 6,401,223 (i.e., 49 % of 
the region’s HBNW trips) are produced by TITLE VI zones and 6,620,286 (i.e., 51% of the region’s 
HBNW trips) are produced by the Non-TITLE VI zones.  For the TITLE VI zones, 1,134,814 (i.e., 
18% of the TITLE VI trips) were identified as trips that could save travel time by using one of the 
proposed new toll facilities.  For the Non-TITLE VI zones, 1,313,864 (i.e., 20% of the Non-TITLE VI 
trips) were identified as trips that could potentially save travel time by using one of the 
proposed new toll facilities.  
 

o Candidate Toll Trips have Longer ATL: For both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones, the trips that 
can save travel time by using a new toll facility have a longer average trip length than those that 
cannot save travel time.  Toll roads, like normal freeways, are designed to serve longer trips.  
Hence, trips that can save significant time using such facilities exhibit a longer average trip 
length.  A large majority of the shorter trips simply do not have a path that can save time using 
one of the proposed toll facilities and hence are included in the subset of trips that cannot save 
travel time. 
 

o Differences in the ATL of Toll Options versus ATL of Free Options for TITLE VI Zones: Under the 
Build Network alternative, the 1,134,814 HBNW trips produced by TITLE VI zones that can save 
travel time by using the new toll facilities, have an average trip length under the toll path choice 
option of 25.65 minutes as compared to a trip length for the free choice option of 30.07 
minutes.  In essence, the average toll path option is 4.42 minutes shorter than the free path 
option for the Build network.  Under the No-build network, these same 1,134,814 HBNW trips 
would have an average trip length of 27.27 minutes for the toll path option and 31.08 minutes 
for the free path option.  Obviously, the additional new toll facilities result in there being more 
opportunities for travel time savings using toll facilities under the Build Alternative than under 
the No-build alternative for the TITLE VI zone trips that can potentially save travel time by using 
the new toll facilities.  
 

o Differences in the ATL of Toll Options versus ATL of Free Options for Non-TITLE VI Zones:  Under 
the Build Network alternative, the 1,313,864 HBNW trips produced by Non-TITLE VI zones that 
can save travel time by using the new toll facilities have an average trip length under the toll 
path choice option of 28.92 minutes as compared to a trip length for the free path choice option 
of 34.22 minutes.  In essence, the average toll choice option is 5.30 minutes shorter than the 
free path option for the Build network.  Under the No-build network, these same 1,313,864 
HBNW trips would have an average trip length of 34.13 minutes for the toll choice option and 
37.32 minutes for the free option.  As with the TITLE VI zones, the additional new toll facilities 
result in there being more opportunities for travel time savings using toll facilities under the 
Build Alternative than under the No-build alternative for the Non-TITLE VI zone trips that can 
potentially save travel time by  using the new toll facilities.  The differences in the potential 
travel time savings for the Non-TITLE VI zones versus the TITLE VI zones is largely related to their 
proximity to the proposed new toll facilities.  
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Table 8: 2035 HBNW Person Trips 

 

Table 9: Differences in Average Trip Lengths for 2035 HBNW Person Trips 

   
Differences in 

   
24-Hour Average Trip Lengths (ATL) in minutes 

  Segment of 2035  Number of Differences in ATL for Differences in ATL for 

Production HBNW Person Trips by 2035 HBNW Toll Path Options Free Path Options 

Zones potential time savings Person Trips (No-Build ATL - Build ATL) (No-Build ATL - Build ATL) 

EJ Zones Trips that can    

1.62 1.01   save 0+ minutes 1,134,814 

  using a new toll facility   

  Trips that cannot   

0.13 0.13   save 0+ minutes 5,266,409 

  using a new toll facility   

Non-EJ zones Trips that can    

5.21 3.1   save 0+ minutes 1,313,864 

  using a new toll facility   

  Trips that cannot   

0.55 0.55   save 0+ minutes 5,306,422 

  using a new toll facility   

 

Table nine (9) compares the differences in the ATLs for the toll options under the Build Alternative 

versus the No-Build Alternative.  The following summarizes the results presented in Table 9: 

o Differences in ATL for Toll Path Options for both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones:  As expected, 
the implementation of additional toll facilities in the Build Alternative results in an overall 
benefit by reducing ATL’s for the toll path options for both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones.  For 
the candidate trips that can save travel time by using the new toll facilities, the TITLE VI zones 
ATL for the toll options was reduced by 1.62 minutes and the Non-TITLE VI zones were reduced 

Segmentation of 2035 Number of  

Production zones 
HBNW Person Trips by  
potential time savings 

2035 HBNW  
Person Trips 

ATL using a Toll  
path 

ATL using a Free  
Path 

ATL using a Toll  
path 

ATL using a Free  
Path 

EJ Zones Trips that can  
save 0+ minutes 1,134,814 

 
25.65 30.07 27.27 31.08 

using a new toll facility 
Trips that  cannot 
save 0+ minutes 5,266,409 12.13 12.26 2.26 12.39 

using a new toll facility 
Non-EJ zones Trips that can  

save 0+ minutes 1,313,864 28.92 34.22 34.13 37.32 
using a new toll facility 

Trips that  cannot 
save 0+ minutes 5,306,422 13.54 13.59 14.09 14.14 

using a new toll facility 

24-Hour Average Trip Length  (ATL) in minutes 

Build Network No-Build Network 

for Free Path and Tolled Path Options 
under the Build and No-Build networks 
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by 5.21 minutes.  While both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones benefit, the differences in the 
ATL’s for the Toll options is smaller for the TITLE VI zones than for the Non-TITLE VI zones.  As 
previously noted the TITLE VI zones are generally more centrally located and, hence, are not 
located as close to many of the proposed new toll facilities as the non-TITLE VI zones 
 

o Toll Path Option Benefit  for Build Alternative for Both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones:   From an 
TITLE VI perspective, perhaps the most important observation is that ATL for toll path options 
are reduced under the Build option for both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI zones.  Hence these 
analyses did not find any significant and/or disproportionate negative impacts on the ATL of the 
toll path options for the TITLE VI zones.  Indeed, these results show that both TITLE VI and Non-
TITLE VI zones realize an overall benefit from the proposed new toll facilities in the Build 
Alternative 

 

Latent demand is essentially unrealized demand of travel due to constraints of the roadway network 

that becomes realized when improvements to the network are made, and can show increases in traffic 

on capacity-enhanced networks.  The travel demand model used in this analysis uses an equilibrium 

assignment that disperses any latent demand throughout the toll and non-toll network, thus reducing 

the overall congestion in the region.  This is evident by observing the changes in VMT and VHT in the 

build scenario, which includes the regional tolled roadway network.  As seen in Table ten (10), below, 

the daily vehicle miles traveled decreases by over 1.5 million miles in the Build scenario versus No-Build.  

Furthermore, daily vehicle hours traveled decreases by 6 percent for the region when the network is 

fully built out.  This gives evidence that the 2035 roadway network with toll facilities will improve overall 

system performance and provide travel time savings to both TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI populations. 

 

Table 10:  Regional VMT and VHT 

 Build No Build 

Daily VMT 252,578,686 254,031,712 

Daily VHT 7,349,969 7,761,311 

AM VMT 42,929,640 43,058,792 
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Overall Toll Network Findings 

For HBW and HBNW trips, TITLE VI population trips that are candidate toll users are benefited by the 

introduction of the new toll facilities in terms of both the toll and free path travel times.  Equally 

important, TITLE VI population trips that are not candidate toll users benefit by the introduction of the 

new toll facilities as the free path travel time average trip length is reduced between the No-Build and 

Build scenarios.  As such, TITLE VI populations experience an overall benefit under the Build Alternative 

for their HBW and HBNW travel. 

Although TITLE VI zones spread throughout the region, they are generally clustered within Beltway 8 and 

are not in close proximity to the majority of future toll facilities as the Non-TITLE VI zones are. 

Consequently, as the ATL of the TITLE VI zones are less than the ATL of non-TITLE VI zones, the TITLE VI 

zones cannot derive as much travel time savings as the longer trips from Non-TITLE VI zones.  However, 

this analysis did not explicitly examine the impact on average trip length.  As shown in Figure 6, the 

significant amount of future transit improvements are targeted at TITLE VI zones; the ATLs for the 

populations within those zones will tend to improve due to increased access to improved transit 

facilities. 

Although TITLE VI populations will see an increase in spending for toll facilities, the entire region will also 

see an increase in spending and usage as the toll and managed lane system expands.  Both TITLE VI and 

Non-TITLE VI populations will benefit greatly from future toll facilities.  In fact, the 2035 RTP relies 

heavily on toll funding to finance a significant portion of future added capacity projects, both free and 

toll.   Additionally, for both populations who choose to use non-toll options, the Build scenario for 2035 

will provide a roadway network that will operate at better traffic conditions than the No-Build scenario 

and would provide an increased benefit for those users over the No-Build scenario. 

An analysis was also conducted to determine the annual financial burden of utilizing the toll road system 
for HBW trips.  The analysis assumed a 2035 toll rate per mile of 19.96 cents (current toll rate of 10 
cents per mile with an annual escalation rate of 2.5 percent).  In addition the analysis assumed that an 
average HBW trip length is 23.30 miles and the SOV user makes 250 round-trips per year using the toll 
facility.  Under this scenario, the annual cost would be approximately $2,325 per year.   However, the 
accrual cost should be substantially less since the likelihood of a trip using only tolled facilities is 
diminutive.  

Based on the previous discussion and analysis, the Build scenario for the 2035 RTP would not cause 

cumulative disproportionately high and adverse effects on any TITLE VI population as per Executive 

Order 12898 regarding environmental justice. 

The results of the analysis suggest that although most of the new toll facilities are not being 

implemented in TITLE VI zones, TITLE VI targeted populations will enjoy benefits the of future toll 

facilities.  It is important to note that future toll facilities are generally not being proposed in TITLE VI 

zones because those zones are largely inside the urban core.  The costs of right-of-way acquisitions, 

community disruption, etc. make those locations prohibitive.  However, it is important to note that 

much of the proposed light rail and bus improvements in the region are being implemented in the TITLE 

VI zones identified in this analysis, thereby improving mobility for those populations. 
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Figure 6:  2035 Transit System 
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This analysis only sought to determine whether a disproportionate travel time savings benefits or 

disbenefits are accruing to TITLE VI and Non-TITLE VI populations.  In no way does this analysis replace 

the work required in the project development phase of a project per the National Environmental Policy 

Act of 1969 (NEPA).  The potential impacts of the actual placement of superstructures and their 

attendant entry and exit ramps on communities and public health will still be the focus of any TITLE VI 

analysis of toll facilities in the future. 

 

Conclusion 

The regional priced facility system would cause minor impacts to some of the resources discussed in this 

analysis.  Regional mitigation for some of these resources is addressed by the H-GAC.  As part of 2035 

RTP, H-GAC address two issues related to air quality and environmental justice populations.  The 

Transportation Planning Process, at a regional level, provides ways to minimize any potential impacts 

that could occur.  The priced facility projects would be included in the STIP/TIP and MTP, and the 

STIP/TIP and MTP would conform to the SIP.  This assurance addresses each project is in compliance 

with the TIP/STIP and the MTP for air quality under the CAA and environmental justice under Title VI of 

the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Executive Order 12898.   

 

Although land use impacts cannot be mitigated at a regional level, they can be mitigated and/or 

controlled at the municipality level because these entities have direct control over land use.  However, 

the MPO can aid in land use impact avoidance at the regional level by only funding transportation 

projects consistent with the regional vision and by working with municipalities to address regional 

infrastructure changes in their comprehensive plans.  State and federal regulatory agencies that have 

direct jurisdiction over natural and cultural resources would be responsible for requiring avoidance, 

minimization, and mitigation from any entity whose proposed project (transportation or other type) has 

a direct impact to any of these resources on their project. 
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Meeting Summary 

Introduction 

The Meeting with Affected Property Owners (MAPO) was held to present a proposed 

minor design modification that is under consideration since the Texas Department of 

Transportation (TxDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) issued the 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement dated March 2011, and to receive public 

comment input. The MAPO primarily focused on the proposed modification which 

occurs north and south of FM 1960; however, comments regarding any other features of 

proposed Grand Parkway, SH 99, were accepted.  

The proposed minor design modification involves a slight shift in the Recommended 

Alignment beginning approximately 2.16 miles north of FM 1960 and ending 

approximately 1.45 miles south of FM 1960 for a total distance of approximately 3.62 

miles. For the purpose of the MAPO, a preliminary draft alignment was presented on an 

aerial background. No formal diagrammatic was presented. This minor shift in alignment 

is in response to public comments and intended to reduce impacts in the proposed 

project area. 

The MAPO was held on Thursday, May 16, 2013 from 5:00 to 7:00 pm at the Dayton 

High School, 3200 N. Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535. 

Meeting Notification 

Meeting notices were mailed to affected property owners. An announcement of the 

meeting was also posted on the Grand Parkway Association website at 

www.grandpky.com. 

Registration 

Meeting attendees signed in at the registration table. A total of 16 individuals were in 

attendance, as well as, two elected officials. Copies of the attendance sign-in sheets are 

included with this summary report. 

Meeting Format and Exhibits 

The meeting was held as an open-house format between 5:00 pm and 7:00 pm.  

Representatives from TxDOT and the study team were available to discuss the project 

and answer questions. The open house was arranged with aerial exhibits and a 

welcome board. Copies of the exhibits are included with this summary report. 

Written Comments 

Throughout the meeting, attendees had the chance to submit written comments. 

Comment tables were set up in the meeting area with comment drop boxes. Written 



comments could also be mailed or email by May 30, 2013. A total of 5 written comments 

were submitted within the comment period. Copies of the written comments and a 

comment response matrix are included with this summary report. 

The following is a tabulation of the written comments received as a result of the MAPO: 

Issue (Number of comments concerning issue) 

� Support of alignment shift (3) 

� Oppose alignment shift (2) 

� Consider a route further to the east (2) 
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209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Stoesser Farms, Inc.   Parcel ID: 30318, 25414, 25413  
C/o Mark A. Stoesser 
PO Box 637 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 
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Roger C. Brown    Parcel ID: 32825  
1700 Lakeshore Court 
College Station, Texas 77845 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Kim Thoi Blackhawk    Parcel ID: 148765  
PO Box 9672 
Bakersfield, California 93389 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

James P. and Linda White   Parcel ID: 30350  
1424 County Road 621 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Juan Orellana and Elvira Garcia   Parcel ID: 176832  
11602 Lane Street 
Houston, Texas 77029 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Waltraut G. Brown    Parcel ID: 30349  
1700 Lakeshore Court 
College Station, Texas 77845 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Stephen and Christy Roeder   Parcel ID: 25257  
14520 Bohemian Hall Road 
Crosby, Texas 77532 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Chachere Feed Store, Inc.   Parcel ID: 128292  
3829 FM 1960 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

John Damek, Jr.     Parcel ID: 30203  
765 Shadow Tree Place 
Tucson, Arizona 85748 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

L. J. Chachere     Parcel ID: 102327, 30206  
3829 FM 1960 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Luther J. Chachere    Parcel ID: 121732  
289 County Road 610 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Joe F. Smesny     Parcel ID: 69492  
11001 Swelfling Terrace 
Austin, Texas 78737 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Theresa W. Graves    Parcel ID: 25200  
366 County Road 601 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

L. J. Chachere, et al    Parcel ID: 69502  
3829 FM 1960 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Billy Joe II and April M Barton   Parcel ID: 152973  
2902 Lake Breeze Lane 
Crosby, Texas 77532 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Dayton Rice Milling    Parcel ID: 152975  
PO Box 400 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Juan and Diana Sanchez   Parcel ID: 169053  
11693 FM 686 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Maria S. Sanchez    Parcel ID: 153765  
11693 FM 686 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

James E. and Doris D. Alston   Parcel ID: 30230  
650 County Road 610 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Luther Ray Chachere    Parcel ID: 113472  
1279 County Road 610 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Rebecca Sons     Parcel ID: 25251  
570 Treeline Road 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Robert George Chachere   Parcel ID: 30201  
256 County Road 610 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

George and Kyusun Farrell   Parcel ID: 123622  
9512 FM 1960 East 
Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 



 
209 Layl Drive ���� Liberty, Texas  77575 ���� (936) 336-2244 

 
 

Julio, Sara, Baltazar and Esperanza Ibarra  Parcel ID: 25258  
5204 Shirley Street 
Baytown, Texas 77521 
 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Meeting with Affected Property Owners 
concerning proposed minor design modifications to SH99, US 59(N) to IH 10(E), the Grand Parkway 
Segments H and I-1. The proposed modification occurs along the Preferred Alignment for approximately 
four miles with the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 to the 
east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. The purpose of this meeting is to 
present proposed minor design modifications that are under consideration since TxDOT and the Federal 
Highway Administration issued a Draft Environmental Impact Study in May 2011 and Public Hearings held 
in August 2011, and to receive public comment on this feature of Segments Hand I-1. 
 
Who: The Texas Department of Transportation invites all persons to attend 
 
What: The meeting with Affected Property Owners will be an Open House format with no formal 
presentation. You are encouraged to attend and provide your input. 
 
When: Thursday, May 16, 2013; 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM 
 
Where: Dayton High School Cafeteria (the entrance is on the south side of the campus), 3200 N. 
Cleveland St. (Hwy 321), Dayton, Texas 77535 
 
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H and I-1 involve a slight shift in the Preferred 
Alignment located within the boundaries of Union Pacific Railroad to the west, County Roads 609 and 615 
to the east, Cedar Bayou to the north and Wolfe Island Road to the south. This minor shift in alignment is 
in response to public comment and is intended to reduce impacts in the proposed project area. Other than 
that proposed above, no additional design modifications for Segments H and I-1 are currently under 
consideration. 
 
Written comments may be submitted at this meeting. Written comments submitted after the meeting may 
be submitted, either in person or by mail, to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 4544 
Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or to TxDOT, Attention: Director of Project Development, 
8350 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77708P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will 
also be accepted by email at: segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. Comments must be 
postmarked or emailed by May 30, 2013 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Persons interested in attending this meeting who have special communication and/or accommodation 
needs are encouraged to contact TxDOT Beaumont District Public Information Office at (409) 898-5745 at 
least two working days prior to the meeting. Because this meeting will be conducted in English, any 
request for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two 
working days prior to the meeting with affected property owners. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort 
to accommodate these needs. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Tucker Ferguson, P.E. 
District Engineer 
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CSJs: 3510-07-003, 3510-08-001, 3510-08-002, 3510-09-001, 3510-10-001 

 

Meeting with Affected Property Owners / Reunión Con Los Propietarios Afectados 
Grand Parkway (SH 99), Segments H&I-1 

Harris, Montgomery, Liberty and Chambers Counties, Texas 
 

Dayton High School 
3200 N Cleveland St (Hwy 321) 

Dayton TX 77535 
5:00 PM -7:00 PM 
May 16, 2013 

COMMENT FORM (FORMA DE COMENTARIO) 
 

This form is provided to receive your comments regarding the minor design modification to the proposed State 
Highway 99 (Grand Parkway), Segments H&I-1 from 2.15 miles north of FM 1960 to 1.41 miles south of FM 1960.   
Please return this form during the meeting or submit by mail by May 30, 2013. You may also email your comments to 
segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com.  
 
Se ha incluido este formulario para recibir sus comentarios con respecto a las modificaciones  menores propuestos a 
la carretera  SH  99 (Grand Parkway), Segmentos de H&I-1 a partir de 2.15 millas norte del FM 1960 a 1.41 millas sur 
del FM 1960. Por favor envíe este formulario durante la reunión o enviar por correo en o antes del 30 de mayo de 
2013. También pueden enviar por correo electrónico sus comentarios a segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com. 
 
Overall, do you support or oppose the Segments H&I-1 project?  
Support _____ Oppose _____ Undecided _____ 
En general, ¿apoyan o se oponen al proyecto del segmento H&I-1?  
Apoyo_____ Oponen _____ Indeciso _____ 
 
Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:  
Por el codigo de el Transporte de Texas, §201.811(a)(5): Cheque las cajas que le corresponden a usted: ❑ I am employed by TxDOT / Soy empleado de TxDOT ❑  I do business with TxDOT / Hago negocios con TxDOT ❑  I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting /  

Yo podría beneficiarse económicamente del proyecto o cualquier otro elemento sobre el cual que estoy comentando 
 
Optional Information: 
Name (Nombre):                                  Phone (Teléfono): ___        ________________ 
 
Address (Dirección): ________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Email address (Correo electronic): 
____________________________________________________________________________ 

COMMENTS (COMENTARIOS): 

               

               

               

               

                

               

               

                

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Texas Department of Transportation 
Attention:  Director of Project Development  

P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Place 
Postage 
Here 

Fold along line to return by mail    (doble por esta línea para enviar) 
 



 
 

 

 
 
 
    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 

 

Grand Parkway (SH 99), Segments H & I-1 Fact Sheet

Purpose of Meeting
The purpose of tonight’s Meeting with Affected Property Owner’s 
(MAPO) is to present the proposed minor design modification 
that is under consideration since the Texas Department of 
Transportation (TxDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement dated 
March 2011, and to receive public comment. Tonight’s meeting 
will primarily focus on the proposed modification that occurs 
north and south of FM 1960; however, comments regarding any 
other features of proposed SH 99, Grand Parkway Segments H 
& I-1 are appreciated.
Proposed minor design modifications for Segments H & I-1 
involve a slight shift in the Recommended Alignment beginning 
2.15 miles north of FM 1960 and ending 1.41 miles south of FM 
1960 for a total distance of 3.56 miles. This minor shift in 
alignment is in response to public comments and is intended to 
reduce impacts in the proposed project area.

May 2013

TABLE 1: Summary of Impacts of Grand Parkway (SH 99), Segments H & I-1

Notice of Intent to prepare and EIS: January 2006
Public Scoping Meetings: February 28 and March 1, 2006; and May 8 and 9, 2007
DEIS Approval: May 2011
NOA Texas Register: June 15, 2011
NOA Federal Register: June 24, 2011
DEIS Public Hearings: August 9 and 11, 2011
End of Comment Period for Public Hearings: September 21, 2011
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Recommended Alignment (Alt 10) 3.71 179.91 0.00 1.01 8 0.00 6.88 0 1 41
Proposed Shift (Alt 10) 3.62 179.34 0.00 0.54 0 0.00 1.41 0 2 28 11***

* Calculations of displacements are estimates of homes only as viewed off of aerial photography.  Total numbers may vary.
** New Parcels based off of LCAD data which is updated approximately once a year. Some parcels are owned by the same property owners.
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Welcome to the Meeting for
Grand Parkway (SH 99),Segments H & I-1

From US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E)

Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties

Thursday, May 16, 2013
5:00 pm to 7:00 pm
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Grand Parkway Segments H&I-1 MAPO Comment Response Matrix 

Commenter Name Comment Response 

L.R. Chachere Supports the alignment 

revision. Would still like 

to see the alignment 

further to the east. 

Opposes overall project. 

Comment Noted.  

John Lampson Supports alignment 

revision. 

Comment Noted. 

 Joe Smesny Supports alignment 

revision. 

Comment Noted. 

N/A #1 Opposes alignment 

revision. Move alignment 

east of Dayton. 

Comment Noted. An 

alignment east of Dayton 

would significantly take 

the alignment away from 

the current route and 

cause more impacts.  

N/A #2 Opposes alignment shift. Comment Noted. 

 













Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1   Final Environmental Impact Statement 
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Summary 

Official Record of Public Hearing for DEIS 

SH 99 US 59 to IH 10 East 

Grand Parkway Segments H and I‐1 

August 9, 2011 and August 11, 2011 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Conducted By:  
Texas Department of Transportation 
The Grand Parkway Association 
HNTB 
Atkins Global 
The Lentz Group 
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Summary 
Official Record of Public Hearing for DEIS 
SH 99 US 59 North to IH 10 East 
(Grand Parkway Segments H and I‐1) 
August 9 and 11, 2011 

1 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) published a Notice of Availability in the Federal Register on 
June 24, 2011, announcing the availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), dated 
March 2011, for Segments H and I‐1 of the Grand Parkway (State Highway 99), from US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E). 
The DEIS addresses potential environmental impacts of the construction and operation of Segments H and 
I‐1 of the Grand Parkway. The FHWA, in association with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) 
and the Grand Parkway Association held one Public Hearing over two nights to solicit comments relating to 
environmental issues presented in the DEIS. Identical information was presented on both nights. The 
hearing dates and locations were: 

• Tuesday, August 9, 2011 
Barber’s Hill High School 
9600 Eagle Drive, Mount Belvieu, Texas 77580 

• Thursday, August 11, 2011 
New Caney High School 6th Grade Campus 
22784 US Highway 59, Porter, Texas 77365 

On each night, the hearing consisted of an open house session from 6 p.m. to 7 p.m. with the public hearing 
starting at 7 p.m.  

Hearing Notification and Publicity 

Legal notices were placed in the Federal Register and Texas Register. Legal notices appeared three times in 
The Houston Chronicle. Advertisements ran in English twice in the Liberty County Vindicator, Kingwood 
Observer, Atascosita Observer, Lake Houston Observer, Humble Observer, East Montgomery County 
Observer, The Baytown Sun, Conroe Courier, and Dayton News, and twice in Spanish in La Subasta. The 
notice was also posted on TxDOT and Grand Parkway Association websites. 

Elected officials representing constituents in the project area were sent certified letters from the TxDOT 
Houston District Engineer inviting them or their representatives to the hearing. A total of 1,795 notices 
were mailed to elected officials, government agencies, local organizations, civic groups, businesses, and 
interested citizens on July 8, 2011, and to 26 media representatives on July 13, 2011. Notices were sent by 
certified mail to 203 landowners in the area on July 14 and 18, 2011.  

Copies of the legal notices, newspaper advertisements, website postings, elected officials letter, mailer, and 
mailing lists are included in the Hearing Notification section of this document. 

The Public Hearing notice was publicized on the following websites: 

• www.Txheadlines.com, a website of the Texas Daily Newspaper Association 
• www.Kingwoodunderground.com 
• http://orwfd.wordpress.com, Old River‐Winfree Community 
• http://Starcouriernews.com, for the Highlands Star and Courier Crosby newspapers 

Copies of these Internet postings are included in the Website Mentions section of this document. 
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SH 99 US 59 North to IH 10 East 
(Grand Parkway Segments H and I‐1) 
August 9 and 11, 2011 

2 

Registration and Handouts 

Hearing attendees were asked to register on the sign‐in sheets for attendance. On August 9, 2011, there 
were 102 in attendance, including 13 elected officials, representatives of two organizations, and 89 
individual citizens. On August 11, 2011 there were 155 in attendance, including eight elected officials, two 
media representatives, and 145 individual citizens.  

After signing in, attendees were provided a handout packet that included an agenda, description of the 
study area, project schedule, and comment form, with all materials in English and Spanish. Copies are 
included in the Handout section of this document.  

Attendees were directed to the Speaker sign‐in table to fill out registration cards if they wanted to speak 
during the hearing. Copies of the sign‐in sheets and completed speaker registration cards are included in 
the Registration section of this document. 

Open House 

During both nights, an open house session held between 6 p.m. and 7 p.m. allowed attendees to view 
exhibit boards and maps. It also gave the public the opportunity to visit with the project team members. 
Copies of the DEIS were available for review and for sale for $5.00. There was also a table staffed by TxDOT 
Right‐of‐Way Department representatives to provide pamphlets and answer questions about the 
acquisition process.  

A certified court reporter was available to take verbal comments in a private room. On the two hearing 
nights, a total of eight attendees made comments privately to the court reporter. 

Public Hearing 

On each night, the Public Hearing was called to order at 7 p.m. by TxDOT’s Hearing Officer. The Hearing 
Officer for August 9 was Mike Alford, Houston District Deputy Director. On August 11, James Koch, Director 
of Planning and Development for the Houston District, served as the Hearing Officer. The Hearing Officer 
explained the hearing procedures and introduced elected officials and their representatives attending the 
hearing. Following the Hearing Officer’s introduction, David Gornet, Executive Director of the Grand 
Parkway Association, used a slide presentation to discuss the proposed project and James Lowe with HNTB 
Corporation presented summary findings of the DEIS. 

After the presentation, the Hearing Officer invited elected officials to make comments for the Official 
Record. He then opened the public comment period for registered speakers. A total of 12 speakers (three 
public officials and nine citizens) made oral comments on both nights of the Public Hearing. On August 9, 
the Public Hearing adjourned at 7:47 p.m. and on August 11 it adjourned at 7:38 p.m. After adjournment, 
attendees were invited to return to the open house area to talk with team members. 

Throughout the hearing and oral comment period, a court reporter recorded the verbal presentations and 
comments. The PowerPoint presentation and transcripts of both nights’ presentations and public 
comments, along with comments made privately to the court reporter, are included in the Public Hearing 
section of this document. 
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Written Comments 

Attendees had the opportunity to submit written comments using the comment form provided in their 
handout packet. Comment tables and comment drop boxes were set up in the open house area. Written 
comments could also be mailed or emailed during the 90‐day commenting period. A total of 14 written 
comments were submitted during the hearing. Two comments were mailed/e‐mailed during the comment 
period, for a total of 16 written comments. Copies of the written comments are located in the Written 
Comments section of this document. 
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888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC 
20426. 

The filings in the above-referenced 
proceeding are accessible in the 
Commission’s eLibrary system by 
clicking on the appropriate link in the 
above list. They are also available for 
review in the Commission’s Public 
Reference Room in Washington, DC. 
There is an eSubscription link on the 
Web site that enables subscribers to 
receive e-mail notification when a 
document is added to a subscribed 
docket(s). For assistance with any FERC 
Online service, please e-mail 
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or call 
(866) 208–3676 (toll free). For TTY, call 
(202) 502–8659. 

Dated: June 20, 2011. 
Kimberly D. Bose, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 2011–15859 Filed 6–23–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717–01–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[EPA–HQ–OPPT–2003–0004; FRL–8879–4] 

Access to Confidential Business 
Information by Computer Sciences 
Corporation and Its Identified 
Subcontractors 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: EPA has authorized its 
contractor, Computer Sciences 
Corporation of Chantilly, VA and Its 
Identified Subcontractors, to access 
information which has been submitted 
to EPA under all sections of the Toxic 
Substances Control Act (TSCA). Some of 
the information may be claimed or 
determined to be Confidential Business 
Information (CBI). 
DATES: Access to the confidential data 
will occur no sooner than July 1, 2011. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
technical information contact: Pamela 
Moseley, Information Management 
Division (7407M), Office of Pollution 
Prevention and Toxics, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania 
Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20460– 
0001; telephone number: (202) 564– 
8956; fax number: (202) 564–8955; 
e-mail address: 
moseley.pamela@epa.gov. 

For general information contact: The 
TSCA-Hotline, ABVI-Goodwill, 422 
South Clinton Ave., Rochester, NY 
14620; telephone number: (202) 554– 
1404; e-mail address: TSCA- 
Hotline@epa.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. General Information 

A. Does this notice apply to me? 

This action is directed to the public 
in general. This action may, however, be 
of interest to all who manufacture, 
process, or distribute industrial 
chemicals. Since other entities may also 
be interested, the Agency has not 
attempted to describe all the specific 
entities that may be affected by this 
action. If you have any questions 
regarding the applicability of this action 
to a particular entity, consult the 
technical person listed under FOR 
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

B. How can I get copies of this document 
and other related information? 

EPA has established a docket for this 
action under docket identification (ID) 
number EPA–HQ–OPPT–2003–0004. 
All documents in the docket are listed 
in the docket index available at http:// 
www.regulations.gov. Although listed in 
the index, some information is not 
publicly available, e.g., CBI or other 
information whose disclosure is 
restricted by statute. Certain other 
material, such as copyrighted material, 
will be publicly available only in hard 
copy. Publicly available docket 
materials are available electronically at 
http://www.regulations.gov, or, if only 
available in hard copy, at the OPPT 
Docket. The OPPT Docket is located in 
the EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC) at Rm. 
3334, EPA West Bldg., 1301 
Constitution Ave., NW., Washington, 
DC. The EPA/DC Public Reading Room 
hours of operation are 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 
p.m., Monday through Friday, excluding 
legal holidays. The telephone number of 
the EPA/DC Public Reading Room is 
(202) 566–1744, and the telephone 
number for the OPPT Docket is (202) 
566–0280. Docket visitors are required 
to show photographic identification, 
pass through a metal detector, and sign 
the EPA visitor log. All visitor bags are 
processed through an X-ray machine 
and subject to search. Visitors will be 
provided an EPA/DC badge that must be 
visible at all times in the building and 
returned upon departure. 

II. What action is the agency taking? 

Under EPA contract number GS–35F– 
4381G, Task Order Number 1661, 
contractor CSC of 15000 Conference 
Center Drive, Chantilly, VA; and Its 
Identified Subcontractors, Blue Canopy 
of 11710 Plaza America Drive, Suite 
950, Reston, VA; Excel Systems 
Consultants of 691 N. High Street, 2nd 
Floor, Columbus, OH; KForce, Inc. of 
12010 Sunset Hills Rd, Suite 200, 

Herndon, VA; and TEK Systems of 7437 
Race Road, 2nd Floor, Hanover, MD will 
assist the Office of Pollution Prevention 
and Toxics (OPPT) in providing support 
for operations and maintenance for 
TSCA CBI Areas. 

In accordance with 40 CFR 2.306(j), 
EPA has determined that under EPA 
contract number GS–35F–4381G, Task 
Order Number 1661, CSC and Its 
Identified Subcontractors will require 
access to CBI under all sections of TSCA 
to perform successfully the duties 
specified under the contract. CSC and 
Its Identified Subcontractors’ personnel 
will be given access to information 
submitted to EPA under all sections of 
TSCA. Some of the information may be 
claimed or determined to be CBI. 

EPA is issuing this notice to inform 
all submitters of information under all 
sections of TSCA that EPA may provide 
CSC and Its Identified Subcontractors 
access to these CBI materials on a need- 
to-know basis only. All access to TSCA 
CBI under this contract will take place 
at EPA Headquarters and the Research 
Triangle Park’s site located in RTP, NC, 
in accordance with EPA’s TSCA CBI 
Protection Manual. 

Access to TSCA data, including CBI, 
will continue until September 30, 2016. 
If the contract is extended, this access 
will also continue for the duration of the 
extended contract without further 
notice. 

CSC and Its Identified Subcontractors’ 
personnel will be required to sign 
nondisclosure agreements and will be 
briefed on appropriate security 
procedures before they are permitted 
access to TSCA CBI. 

List of Subjects 

Environmental protection, 
Confidential business information. 

Dated: June 20, 2011. 
Mario Carabillo, 
Acting Director, Information Management 
Division, Office of Pollution Prevention and 
Toxics. 
[FR Doc. 2011–15886 Filed 6–23–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ER–FRL–8997–6] 

Environmental Impacts Statements; 
Notice of Availability 

Responsible Agency: Office of Federal 
Activities, General Information (202) 
564–1399 or http://www.epa.gov/ 
compliance/nepa/. 
Weekly receipt of Environmental Impact 

Statements 
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Filed 06/13/2011 Through 06/17/2011 
Pursuant to 40 CFR 1506.9. 

Notice 

In accordance with Section 309(a) of 
the Clean Air Act, EPA is required to 
make its comments on EISs issued by 
other Federal agencies public. 
Historically, EPA met this mandate by 
publishing weekly notices of availability 
of EPA comments, which includes a 
brief summary of EPA’s comment 
letters, in the Federal Register. Since 
February 2008, EPA has included its 
comment letters on EISs on its Web site 
at: http://www.epa.gov/compliance/ 
nepa/eisdata.html. Including the entire 
EIS comment letters on the Web site 
satisfies the Section 309(a) requirement 
to make EPA’s comments on EISs 
available to the public. Accordingly, on 
March 31, 2010, EPA discontinued the 
publication of the notice of availability 
of EPA comments in the Federal 
Register. 
EIS No. 20110188, Draft EIS, FHWA, 

TX, TX–99/Grand Parkway 
Improvement Project, Segment H and 
I–1, from United States Highway (US) 
59 (N) to Interstate Highway (IH) 10 
(E), Transportation Improvement, 
Right-of-Way Permit, Montgomery, 
Harris, Liberty and Chambers 
Counties, TX, Comment Period Ends: 
09/21/2011, Contact: Daniel Mott 
512–536–5964. 

EIS No. 20110189, Draft EIS, USFS, MO, 
Integrated Non-Native Plant Control 
Project, Proposes a Forest-Wide 
Integrated Management Strategy to 
Control the Spread of Non-Native 
Invasive Plant Species (NNIP), Mark 
Twain National Forest in Portions of 
Barry, Bellinger, Boone, Butler, 
Callaway, Carter, Christian, Crawford, 
Dent, Douglas, Howell, Iron, Laclede, 
Madison, Oregon, Ozark, Phelps, 
Pulaski, Reynolds, Ripley, Shannon, 
Ste. Genevieve, St. Francois, Stone, 
Taney, Texas, Washington, Wayne 
and Wright Counties, MO, Comment 
Period Ends: 08/08/2011, Contact: 
Becky Bryan 573–341–7436. 

EIS No. 20110190, Draft EIS, FRA, MS, 
Tupelo Railroad Relocation Planning 
and Environmental Study, To 
Improve Mobility and Safety by 
Reducing Roadway Congestion, City 
of Tupelo, MS, Comment Period Ends: 
08/08/2011, Contact: John Winkle 
202–493–6067. 

EIS No. 20110191, Draft EIS, BPA, WA, 
Mid-Columbia Coho Restoration 
Program. Proposes to Fund the 
Construction Operation and 
Maintenance of the Program to help 
Mitigate for Anadromous Fish, 
Okanogan Counties, WA, Comment 

Period Ends: 08/08/2011, Contact: 
Stephanie Breeden 503–230–5192. 

EIS No. 20110192, Draft EIS, USFS, NC, 
Uwharrie National Forest, Proposed 
Land and Resource Management 
Resource Plan, Implementation, 
Montgomery, Randolph and Davidson 
Counties, NC, Comment Period Ends: 
09/21/2011, Contact: Ruth Berner 
823–257–4862. 

EIS No. 20110193, Final EIS, USAF, FL, 
Eglin Air Force Base (AFB) and 
Hurlburt Field, Proposes to 
Implement the Military Housing 
Privatization Initiative (MHPI), FL, 
Review Period Ends: 07/25/2011, 
Contact: Mike Spaits 850–882–2836. 

EIS No. 20110194, Draft EIS, USACE, 
LA, Louisiana Coastal Area Barataria 
Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration, 
To Restore the Barrier Shoreline 
Ecosystem and Significantly Reduce 
the Loss of Estuarine and Freshwater 
Wetlands, Caminada Headland in 
Lafourche and Jefferson Parishes and 
Shell Islands in Plaguemines Parish, 
LA, Comment Period Ends: 08/08/ 
2011, Contact: Dr. William P. Klein, 
Jr. 504–862–2540. 

EIS No. 20110195, Draft EIS, BOP, 00, 
Criminal Alien Requirement (CAR) 12 
Procurement Project, To Award a 
Contract to House a Population of 
Approximately 1,750 Federal, Low- 
Security Adult Male Criminal Alien 
in a Contractor Owned and Operated 
Facility, Possible Site Selection: 
McRae Correctional Facility, McRae, 
Georgia, Great Plains Correctional 
Facility, Hinton, Oklahoma and Scott 
County, Mississippi, Comment Period 
Ends: 08/08/2011, Contact: Richard A. 
Cohn 202–514–6470. 

EIS No. 20110196, Final Supplement, 
USACE, LA, New Orleans To Venice 
(NOV), Federal Hurricane Protection 
Levee. Restoring, Armoring and 
Accelerating the Completion of the 
Existing NOV, Plaquemines Parish, 
LA, Review Period Ends: 07/25/2011, 
Contact: Christopher Koeppel 601– 
631–5410 

EIS No. 20110197, Final EIS, NRC, AK, 
Lost Creek In-Situ Uranium Recovery 
(ISR) Project, Proposal to Construct, 
Operate, Conduit Aquifer Restoration, 
and Decommission an In-Situ 
Recovery (ISR) Uranium Milling 
Facility, Sweetwater County, WY, 
Review Period Ends: 07/25/2011, 
Contact: Alan B. Bjornsen 301–415– 
1195. 

EIS No. 20110198, Final EIS, NHTSA, 
00, Medium-and Heavy-Duty Fuel 
Efficiency Improvement Program, 
Proposing Coordinated and 
Harmonized Fuel Consumption and 
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions 
Standards, United States, Review 

Period Ends: 07/25/2011, Contact: 
Angel Jackson 202–366–0154. 

Amended Notices 

EIS No. 20110117, Final EIS, BLM, CA, 
First Solar Desert Sunlight Solar Farm 
(DSSF) Project, Proposing To Develop 
a 550-Megawatt Photovoltaic Solar 
Project, Also Proposes to Facilitate the 
Construction and Operation of the 
Red Bluff Substation, California 
Desert Conservation Area (CDCA 
Plan, Riverside County, CA, Contact: 
Allison Shaffer 760–833–7104 The 
U.S. Department of Energy, has 
ADOPTED the U.S. Department of 
Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
FEIS #20110117, filed on 04/08/2011. 
DOE was a Cooperating Agency for 
the above project. Recirculation of the 
FEIS is not necessary under 40 CFR 
1506.3(c). 
Dated: June 21, 2011. 

Cliff Rader, 
Acting Director, NEPA Compliance Division, 
Office of Federal Activities. 
[FR Doc. 2011–15887 Filed 6–23–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL–9324–2] 

National Advisory Council for 
Environmental Policy and Technology 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice of meeting. 

SUMMARY: Under the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, Public Law 92463, EPA 
gives notice of a public teleconference 
of the National Advisory Council for 
Environmental Policy and Technology 
(NACEPT). NACEPT provides advice to 
the EPA Administrator on a broad range 
of environmental policy, technology, 
and management issues. NACEPT 
represents diverse interests from 
academia, industry, non-governmental 
organizations, and local, state, and tribal 
governments. The purpose of this 
meeting is to discuss and approve 
NACEPT’s Second Advice Letter on 
EPA Workforce Planning: Leadership 
Capabilities and Culture for ‘‘One EPA’’ 
and Strategies to Obtain and Retain 
Scientific and Technical Expertise. A 
copy of the agenda for the meeting will 
be posted at http://www.epa.gov/ 
ofacmo/nacept/cal-nacept.htm. 
DATES: NACEPT will hold a public 
teleconference on Monday, July 11, 
2011, from 11 a.m.–12:30 p.m. Eastern 
Daylight Time. 
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toll-free at (888) 782-8477. The deadline for intervention in this pro
ceeding is July 28, 2011. Hearing and speech-impaired individuals 
with text telephone (TTY) may contact the commission at (512) 936
7136 or use Relay Texas (toll-free) (800) 735-2989. All comments 
should reference Docket Number 39467. 
TRD-201102169 
Adriana A. Gonzales 
Rules Coordinator 
Public Utility Commission of Texas 
Filed: June 14, 2011 

Public Notice of Workshop on Reserve Adequacy and Shortage 
Pricing 

The Public Utility Commission of Texas (commission) will hold a 
workshop regarding reserve adequacy and shortage pricing in ERCOT, 
on Wednesday, June 29, 2011, at 10:00 a.m. and Thursday, June 30, 
2011, at 9:00 a.m. in the Commissioners’ Hearing Room located on 
the 7th floor of the William B. Travis Building, 1701 North Congress 
Avenue, Austin, Texas 78701. Project Number 37897 has been 
established for this proceeding. This two-day workshop is the second 
in a series of workshops on reserve adequacy and shortage pricing. 
The first day will address reserve planning, outage coordination, and 
demand response actions taken to prevent firm service outages during 
extreme weather events. The second day will focus upon scarcity 
pricing and factors affecting resource investment decisions. Prior 
to the workshop, the commission requests interested persons file 
comments to the following questions: 

1. Does Texas have the right scarcity pricing and resource adequacy 
mechanisms in place for the ERCOT and non-ERCOT regions to en
sure reliable electric service in the future? 

2. Should the commission establish reliability requirements by rule 
rather than relying on ERCOT and the stakeholder process? 

Responses may be filed by submitting 16 copies to the Commission’s 
Filing Clerk, Public Utility Commission of Texas, 1701 North Con
gress Avenue, P.O. Box 13326, Austin, Texas 78711-3326 by Monday, 
June 20, 2011. All responses should reference Project Number 37897. 
This notice is not a formal notice of proposed rulemaking, however, 
the parties’ responses to the questions and comments at the workshop 
will assist the commission in developing a commission policy or deter
mining the necessity for a related rulemaking. 

Ten days prior to the workshop the commission shall make available in 
Central Records under Project Number 37897 an agenda for the format 
of the workshop. 

Questions concerning Project Number 37897 or this notice should be 
referred to Doug Whitworth, Competitive Markets Division, (512) 
936-7368, or Jason Haas, Legal Division, (512) 937-7295. Hearing 
and speech-impaired individuals with text telephones (TTY) may 
contact the commission at (512) 936-7136. 
TRD-201102135 
Adriana A. Gonzales 
Rules Coordinator 
Public Utility Commission of Texas 
Filed: June 10, 2011 

Texas Department of Transportation 
Public Notice of Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Grand Parkway (SH 99), Segments H and I-1 

Pursuant to Title 43, Texas Administrative Code, §2.5(e)(5), the 
Texas Department of Transportation is announcing to the public the 
availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
dated February 2011, for the proposed construction of Segments H 
and I-1 of the Grand Parkway (State Highway 99), from US 59 (N) 
to IH 10 (E). Written comments may be submitted to the  Grand Park
way Association (GPA), Attention: Segments H and I-1 Comments, 
4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, Texas 77027 or to Texas 
Department of Transportation Houston District, Attention: Director 
of Project Development, P.O. Box 1386, Houston, Texas 77251-1386. 
Comments will also be accepted by e-mail to segmentsHandI-1com
ments@grandpky.com. The comment period closes on September 21, 
2011. 

Transportation improvements are needed in the Segments H and I-1 
study area because there are inefficient connections between suburban 
communities and major radial roadways, the current and future trans
portation demand exceeds capacity, many roadways in the study area 
have a high accident rate, and there is an increasing strain on trans
portation infrastructure from population growth. The purpose of the 
proposed transportation improvements in the Segments H and I-1 study 
area is to provide system linkage to the suburban communities and ma
jor roadways, enhance mobility and safety, and provide infrastructure 
to support population growth. The goal is to improve system linkage, 
address current and future transportation demand, improve safety and 
hurricane evacuation, and accommodate population growth. 

The study process included consideration of a full range of alterna
tives. The Study Team considered the No-Build Alternative, various 
transportation modes, alternative corridors, and various Build Alterna
tive Alignments. Transportation System Management (TSM), Travel 
Demand Management (TDM), Smart Street improvements, and modal 
transportation improvements such as bus transit, high-occupancy vehi
cle lanes, rail feasibility, and new planned roadway construction were 
considered. Alternatives determined not to meet the need for and pur
pose of the project were eliminated from further consideration, while 
other reasonable alternatives were identified and carried forward for de
tailed study. The Build Alternative was selected because it is the only 
alternative that fulfills the need for and purpose of the project. The 
study approach first emphasized avoidance, and then minimization to 
ensure that the identified Recommended Alternative Corridor, and ul
timately the Recommended Alternative Alignment, minimizes adverse 
impacts to the greatest extent possible. The Recommended Alternative 
Alignment was identified after careful consideration of comments re
ceived from the public and resource agencies. 

The Recommended Alternative Alignment consists of a controlled ac
cess toll road on new location. The proposed facility would include 
four main lanes and intermittent frontage roads within a right-of-way 
width of 400 feet. A total of ten Build Alternative Alignments (2 
through 11), in addition to the No-Build Alternative (Alternative 1), 
are presented in the DEIS. All reasonable build alternative alignments 
extend from US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E) and are described as follows. 

1. Alternative Alignment 2 begins at US 59 (N) and Roman For
est Boulevard approximately 1.5 miles north of FM 1485 and passes 
through the center of the study area and passes between SH 146 and 
the Union Pacific Railroad. This alignment alternative ends at IH 10 
(E) approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and is 38.2 miles in length. 

2. Alternative Alignment 3 begins at the same location as Alternative 
Alignment 2 and passes through the center of the study area and passes 
west of the Union Pacific Railroad. This alignment alternative ends at 
IH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and is 39.4 miles in 
length. 
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3. Alternative Alignment 4 begins at the same location as Alternative 
Alignment 2 and passes through the center of the study area and passes 
between SH 146 and the Union Pacific Railroad. This alignment alter
native ends at IH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and is 
35.4 miles in length. 

4. Alternative Alignment 5 begins at the same location as Alternative 
Alignment 2 and passes through the center of the study area and passes 
west of the Union Pacific Railroad. This alignment alternative ends at 
IH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and is 36.6 miles in 
length. 

5. Alternative Alignment 6 begins at the same location as Alternative 
Alignment 2 and passes through the center of the study area west of 
Alternative Alignment 5. This alignment alternative ends at IH 10 (E) 
approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and is 35.4 miles in length. 

6. Alternative Alignment 7 begins at  US 59 (N)  and Community  Drive  
approximately 1.5 miles south of FM 1485 and passes through the cen
ter of the study and passes between SH 146 and the Union Pacific Rail
road. This alignment alternative ends at IH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 
miles east of SH 146 and is 39.7 miles in length. 

7. Alternative Alignment 8 begins at the same location as Alternative 
Alignment 7 and passes through the center of the study area and passes 
west of the Union Pacific Railroad. This alignment alternative ends at 
IH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and is 41.0 miles in 
length. 

8. Alternative Alignment 9 begins at the same location as Alternative 
Alignment 7 and passes through the center of the study area and passes 
between SH 146 and the Union Pacific Railroad. This alignment alter
native ends at IH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and is 
36.9 miles in length. 

9. Alternative Alignment 10 (Recommended Alternative) begins at the 
same location as Alternative Alignment 7 and passes through the center 
of the study area and passes west of the Union Pacific Railroad. This 
alignment alternative ends at IH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of 
SH 146 and is 37.4 miles in length. 

10. Alternative Alignment 11 begins at the same location as Alternative 
Alignment 7 and passes through the center of the study area west of 
Alternative Alignment 10. This alignment alternative ends at IH 10 
(E) approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and is 37.0 miles in length. 

The Recommended Alternative Alignment that has emerged from the 
study is a combination of alternative alignments. The Recommended 
Alternative Alignment allows for impact avoidance and minimization 
for a number of resources, fulfills the need for and purpose of the 
project, and provides feasible engineering alternatives. The Recom
mended Alternative Alignment best balances the expected project ben
efits with the overall effects. 

The Recommended Alternative Alignment for Segments H and I-1 
would require the taking of right-of-way, the adjustment of utility lines, 
and the filling of aquatic resources including approximately 40.8 acres 
of potentially jurisdictional wetlands. The displacement of 5 busi
nesses, 41 existing residences and 2 churches would occur. Addi
tionally, like all alignments considered, the Recommended Alternative 
Alignment would affect visual resources in the immediate area, present 
potential access impacts, and cause changes to community cohesion. 
No effects to schools, archeological sites, historic properties, cemeter
ies, publicly-owned parks, riparian forests, or endangered species are 
expected. The separation of farmland from homesteads is also not ex
pected. No disproportionate affects to minority or low-income popu
lations would result from this alternative. Although a Recommended 
Alternative Alignment is presented, selection of the final Preferred Al
ternative Alignment will not be made until after the public comment 

period is completed, comments on the DEIS are received and consid
ered, and the environmental effects are fully evaluated. 

The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Act 
of 1970 (Uniform Act) requires that comparable, decent, safe, and san
itary replacement housing within a person’s financial means be made 
available to all affected residents. The State’s Relocation Assistance 
Program will be available to all individuals, families, businesses, farm
ers, ranchers, and nonprofit organizations displaced as a result of the 
proposed project. Acquisitions of businesses and residences will be 
conducted in accordance with the Uniform Act, as amended in 1987. 
Relocation assistance would be made available to all businesses and 
residences without discrimination, consistent with the requirements of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Housing and Urban Development 
Amendment of 1974. Representatives from the State of Texas will be 
available at the Public Hearing to answer questions and provide in
formation concerning the property acquisition process and benefits of
fered by relocation assistance. The property acquisition process for 
this project is scheduled to begin in 2014. Construction could begin 
as early as 2016, depending on the completion of property acquisition 
and the availability of funds. 

Copies of the DEIS and other information about the project may be ob
tained by contacting Mr. David Gornet at the GPA, at (713) 965-0871. 
The document is on file and available for review at the following seven 
locations: (1) Grand Parkway Association 4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 
222, Houston, Texas 77027; (2) Texas Department of Transportation, 
7600 Washington Avenue, Houston, Texas 77007; (3) Houston Pub
lic Library (Texas Room) 500 McKinney, Houston, Texas 77002; (4) 
Montgomery County Library, R.B. Tullis Branch, 21130 U.S. Hwy. 59 
#K, New Caney, Texas 77357; (5) Harris County Library, Kingwood 
Branch, 4102 Rustic Woods, Kingwood, Texas 77345; (6) Jones Public 
Library, 307 West Houston Street, Dayton, Texas 77535; and (7) West 
Chambers County Library, 10616 Eagle Drive, Mont Belvieu, Texas 
77580. A digital version of the DEIS may be downloaded from the 
Grand Parkway website at www.grandpky.com. 
TRD-201102182 
Joanne Wright 
Deputy General Counsel 
Texas Department of Transportation 
Filed: June 15, 2011 

The Texas A&M University System 
Request for Proposals 

RFP Main 11-0028 Consulting Services for Airport Contract Negotia
tion 

The Texas A&M University is seeking proposals from interested firms 
to assist the University in conducting negotiations for Air Carrier Use 
and Lease Agreements for Easterwood Airport, an airport owned and 
operated by Texas A&M University. Firms shall also assist in the an
nual recalculation and negotiation of air carrier rates, the ongoing sup
port of the Passenger Facility Charge Program, the implementation of 
a Customer Facility Charge, negotiations for Rental Car Concession 
agreements and other airport financial related analysis as needed. 

The request for proposal documentation may be obtained by contact
ing: Patty Winkler, CTP, C.P.M., Senior Buyer, Texas A&M Univer
sity, Procurement Services, P.O. Box 30013, College Station, Texas 
77842-3013 or e-mail at p-winkler@tamu.edu. 

Texas A&M University, Easterwood Airport will base its choice on 
overall experience with airport contract negotiations/methodology, 
passenger facility charge programs, rental car concession agreement 
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Where: Barbers Hill High School
9600 Eagle Drive
Mont Belvieu, TX 77580
 

When: Tuesday, Aug. 9, 2011
6 p.m. - Open House
 7 p.m. - Public Hearing
 

Where: New Caney 6th Grade Campus
22784 US Highway 59, 
Porter, TX 77365
 

When: Thursday, August 11, 2011
6 p.m. - Open House
 7 p.m. - Public Hearing

Purpose: One public hearing over two nights to solicit comments relating to environmental
issues presented in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Segments H
and I-1 of the Grand Parkway (State Highway 99). The scope is from US 59 (N) to IH
10 (E).
 

Description: A proposed new location tollway from US 59N to IH 10E in Montgomery, Harris,
Chambers and Liberty counties. Proposed improvements are intended to do the
following:

Provide system linkage to the suburban communities and major roadways
Enhance mobility and safety
Provide infrastructure to support population growth

Downloads: Meeting Notice

Contact: TxDOT Houston District
Public Information Office
Phone: (713) 802-5072
E-mail Us
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The Grand Parkway Association
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US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E)

Segments H & I-1

Segment H & I-1 is a proposed 37-mile, four-lane, controlled access toll road with intermittent frontage roads from US
59 (N) to IH 10 (E) through Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chamber Counties.

For Segments H & I-1, the alternative alignments were developed within the project area to fulfill the need for and
purpose of the project, to minimize potential environmental impacts, and to respond to public/landowner and resource
agency comments.

The Recommended Alternative Alignment is shown below on the map. Click on the individual purple squares to view
detailed maps of Segments H & I-1. These squares indicate the limits of the detailed maps for this segment. Once a
square is selected, the detailed map will open in a separate window. The detailed maps are large files and may take a
few minutes to download depending on the speed of your internet connection. Once in the detailed maps, use the zoom
button in the toolbar to view the maps at 100% of their original size.

On August 9 and 11, 2011, TxDOT will host a Public Meeting to discuss proposed improvements in the SH99 corridor
from US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E).  For details, here is the Notice of Segment H & I-1 Public Meeting

Notice of Availability of the Segment H & I-1 DEIS in the Texas Register Notice of Availability for Segment H & I-1 (June
15, 2011).

The Segment H & I-1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) was signed by the Federal Highway Administration
on May 10, 2011 and was published in the State and Federal Registers on June 15, 2011 and June 24, 2011
respectively. The comment period will end September 21, 2011.

Send your comments regarding the Segment H and I-1 DEIS to segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com

The Segment H & I-I Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) has been organized in a two-volume set. Volume 1
contains the DEIS and Exhibits. Volume 2 includes Appendices A through L.

Prior to opening this document, please right click and "save target as" to your server or hard drive. Due to
the size of the file(s) it will time out or lock up your computer if you try to open from this location.

Seg H & I-1 Volume 1 (Entire PDF)

Cover and Abstract
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Texas Department of Transportation
 
p.o. BOX 1386· HOUSTON, TEXAS 77251-1386· (713) 802-5000 

July 1,2011 
CONTACT OPO 

ERTIFlED MAIL« ertified» 

Harris and Montgomery Counties 
1I 99 (Grand Parkway): US 59N to 

HI 1OE (Segments 11 and 1-1) 
Control 3510-07-003, etc. 

«Title» «FirstName» «LastName»
 
«Position», «Organization»
 
«Addrl »
 
«City», «ST» «lip»
 

Dear «Salutation» «Last arne»:
 

This letter is to noti [y you of the upcoming public hearings fi r the proposed construction of the
 
new location of the Grand Parkway (SH 99 - Segments H and I-I) from US 59N to IH 10E
 
through Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties. The purpose of the hearings is to
 
present the Draft Environmental Impact tudy and to seek comments from local officials and
 
citizens. You, or your representative, are cordiall invited to attend this hearing. The hearings 
will be held as follows: 

August 9, 2011 August 11,2011 
Barbers Hill High School 1 ew Caney 6th Grade Campus 
9600 agle Drive 22784 US Highway 59 
Mont Belvieu, Texas 77580 Porter, Texas 77365 

6:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 

We are available to meet with you prior to the public hearings to answer any questions that you 
may hay or to review the propos d project. If you ha e any questions in the interim, please 
contact Mr. Pat Henry, P.E., Director of Proj ct Dev lopment, at 713) 802-5241. 

DQ

Del 

Houston District 

cc: Mr. Pat Henry, P.E. 
Attachments 

I 

II VElOPMENTREDUCE CONGESTIO • ENHANCE SAFETY' EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY • IMPRovf~ 
PRESERVE THE VALUE OF TRANSPORTATION ASSETS 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 

JD Dennis, P.E. 
District Engineer 
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Notice of Availability aDd Public Hearing
 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Grand Parkway (SH 99), Segments Hand 1-1
 

he Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) published a Notice of Availability in the Federal Register 
on June 24, 2011 announcing the availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), dated 
February 2011, for Segments H and I-I of the Grand Parkway (State Highway 99), from US 59 (N) to IH 
10 (E). The DE1S addresses potential environmental impacts of the construction and operation of 
Segments H nd 1-1 ofth Grand Parkway. 

The FHWA, in association with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the Grand 
Parkway A sociation (GPA), will hold one Public Hearing over two nights to solicit comments relating to 
environmen al issues presented in the DElS. Identical information will be presented b th nights; it will 
not be necessary to attend both nights. The Public Hearing will be held at 7:00 p.m. on the following 
days: Tuesday, August 9,2011, Barbers Hill High School, 9600 Eagle Drive, Mont Belvieu, Texas 
77580; Thursday, August 1t, 2011, New Caney 6th Grade Campus, 22784 US Highway 59, Porter, 
Texas 77365. 

The locations are handicapp d acce sible. Informational displays and individuals knowledgeable about 
the document will be available from 6:00 p.m.to 7:00 p.m., with the Public Ilcaring staJting promptly at 
7:00 p.m. Attendees are encouraged to view th displays and ask que tions before the Public Hearing. The 
hearing will include a brief presentati n discussing an overview of the document and its findings. 

The Public Hearing will provide an opportunity to make oral and written comments. Those wishing to 
make an oral comment will be asked to ubmit a peakeI' registration card at the registration table. Oral 
comments will be limited to three (3) minutes so that every speaker who wishes to speak has an 
opportunity to speak. Unused time may not be yielded to another speaker, each speaker must face the 
court reporter D r transcript accuracy, and each speaker will be asked not to repeat comments made by 
previous speakers. Speakers will be asked to limit comments to issues relevant to the Segments Hand 1-1 
DElS. If a speaker wou Id Iike to comment but does not wish to comment orally at the hearing or wishes to 
comment in more detail written comments may be submitted in addition to oral comments. Both written 
and oral comments will be con idered equally. If comments are submitted in writing, it is not necessary to 
repeat comments orally. Responses will not be made at the Public Hearing. Th purpose of the hearing is 
to receive input and comments on rei vant issues that should be addressed in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. 

Tran portation improvem nts are ne ded in the Segments Hand 1-1 study area because there are 
inefficient connections between suburban communities and major radial roadways, the current and future 
transportation demand exceeds capacity, many roadw ys in the shldy area have a high accident rate, and 
tbere is an increasing strain on transportation infra tructure from population growth. The purpose of the 
proposed lransportation improvements in the Segments Hand 1-1 study area is to provide system linkage 
to the suburban communities and major roadways, enhance mobility and safety, and provide 
infrastructure to support population growth. The goal is to improve system linkage, address current and 
future transportation demand, improve safety and hurricane evacuation, and accommodate population 
growth. 

The study process included consideration of a full range of altematives; the Study Team con idered the 
No-Build Alternative, various transportation modes, alternative corridors, and various Build Alternative 
Alignments. Transportation System Management (TSM). Travel Demand Management (TDM), Smart 
Street impr vements, and modal transportation improvements such as bus transit, high-occupanc vehicle 
lanes, rail feasibility, and new planned roadway construction were considered. Alt matives determined 
not to meet the need for and purpose of the proj ct were eliminated from further can ideration, while 
other reasonable alternatives wer identified and carried forward for detailed study. The Build Alternative 



was selected because it is the only alternative that fulfills the need for and purpose of the project. The 
study approach first emphasized avoidance, and then minimization to ensure that the identified 
Recommended Alternative orridor, and ultimat ly the Recommend d Alternative Alignment, minimizes 
adverse impact to the gr atest extent possible. The Recommended Alternative Alignment was identified 
after careful consideration of comments received from the public and resource agencies. 

The Recommended Alternative Alignment consists of a controlled access toll road on new location. The 
proposed facility would include four main lanes and intermittent frontage roads within a right-of-way 
width of 400 feet. A total of ten Build Alternative Alignments (2 through II), in addition to the No-Build 
Alternative (Alternative I), are presented in the D IS. All reasonable build alternative alignments extend 
from US 59 (N) to \1-1 10 (E) and are describ'd as ~ lIows. 

•	 Alternative Alignment 2 b gins at 59 ( ) and Roman Forest Boulevard appr ximately 1.5 miles 
north of FM 1485, passes through the center 0 the study area, and passes between SH 146 and the 
Union Pa ific Railroad. This alignment alternative ends at 11\ 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of 
SH 146 and is 38.2 miles in length. 

•	 Alternative Alignment 3 begins at the same location as Alternative Alignment 2, passes through the 
center of the study ar a, and passes west of the Union Pacific Rai Iroad. This alignment alternative 
ends at IH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and is 39.4 miles in length. 

•	 Alternative Alignment 4 begins at the same location as Alternative Alignment 2, passes through the 
center of the study area, and pa ses between SH 146 and the Union Pacific Railroad. This alignment 
alternative ends at JH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east ofSH 146 and is 35.4 miles in length. 

•	 Alternative Alignment 5 begins at the same location as Alternative Alignment 2, passes through the 
center of the study area, and passes west of the Union Pacific Railroad. This alignment alternative 
ends at IH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of SH 146 and i 36.6 mile in length. 

•	 Alternative Alignment 6 b gins at the same location as Altemative Alignment 2 and passes through 
the center of the study area we t of Alternative AI ignment 5. This alignment alternative ends at JH 10 
(E) approxim tely 2.0 miles ast fSH 146 and is 35.4 miles in length. 

•	 Alt ruative Alignment 7 begins at US 59 (N) and Community Drive approximately 1.5 miles south of 
FM 1485, passes through the center of the study area and passes between SII 146 and the Union 
Pacific Railroad. This alignment alternative ends alllI 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east ofSH 146 
and is 39.7 miles in length. 

•	 Ahernative Aiignment 8 begins at the same location as Alternative Alignment 7, passes through the 
center of the study area, and passes west of the Union Pacific Railroad. This alignment alternative 
ends at JH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east ofSH 146 and is 41.0 miles in length. 

•	 Alternative Alignment 9 begins at the same location as Alternative Alignment 7, passes through the 
center of the study area, and passes between $H 146 and the Union Pacific Railroad. Tllis alignment 
alternative cnd at JH 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east ofSH 146 and is 36.9 miles in length. 

•	 Alternative Alignment 10 (Recommended Alternative) begins at the same location as Alternative 
Alignment 7, passes through the center of the study area, and passes we t f the Union Pacific 
Railroad. This alignment alternative nds at 111 10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east of Sll 146 and i 
37.4 miles in length. 

•	 Alternative Alignment] I begins at the same location as Alternative Alignment 7 and passes through 
the center of the study area west of Alternative Alignment 10. This alignment alternative nds at II I 
10 (E) approximately 2.0 miles east ofSI-I 146 and is 37.0 mile in length. 

The Recommended Alternative Alignment that has emerged from the study is a combination of 
alternative alignments. The Recommended Alternative Alignment allows for impact avoidance and 
minimization for a number of resources, fulfills the need for and purpose of the project, and provides 
feasible engineering alternatives. The Re ommended Alternative Alignment best balances the expected 
pr ~ect benefits with the overall effects. 



The Recommended Alternative Alignment for Segments H and I-I would require the taking of right-of
way, the adju tment of utility lines, and the filling of aquatic resources including approximately 40.8 
acres of potentially juri dictional wetlands. The displacement of 5 busines es, 41 existing residences and 
2 churches would occur. Additionally, like all alignments considered, the Recommended Alternative 
Alignment would affect visual resources in the immediate area, present potential access impacts, and 
cause changes to community cohesion. No effect to schools, archeological sites, historic properties, 
cemeteries, publicly-owned parks, riparian forests, or endangered species are expected. The separation of 
farmland from homesteads is also not expected. No disproportionate effects to minority or low-income 
populations would result from this alternative. Although a Recommended Alternative Alignment is 
presented, selection of th final Preferred Alternative Alignment will not b made until after the public 
comment period is completed, comments on the DEIS are received and con idered, and the environm ntal 
effect are fully evaluated. 

The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Act of 1970 (Uniform Act) requires 
that comparable, decent, safe, and sanitary replacement housing within a person's financial means be 
made available to all affected residents. The tate's Relocation Assistance Program will be available to all 
individuals, famili s, bu, inesses, fam1ers, ranchers, and nonprofit organizations displaced as a result of 
the proposed project. Acquisitions of businesses and residences would be conducted in accordance with 
the Uniform Act, as amended in 1987. Relocation assistance would be made available to all businesses 
and residences without discrimination, consistent with the requirements of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
and the Housing and Urban Devel pment Amendment of 1974. Representative from the State of Texas 
will be available at the Public Hearing to answer questions and provide information concerning the 
property acquisition process and b Befits ffered by relocation assistance. he property acquisition 
process for this project is proposed to begin in 2014. Con tnlction could begin as early as 2016, 
depending upon the completion of property acquisition and the availability of funds. 

All interested citizens are invited to comment upon the DEIS. The document is on file and 
available for review at the following six locations: (1) Grand Parkway A sociation, 4544 Post Oak Place, 
Suite 222, llou ton, TX, 77027; (2) Texas Department of Transportation, 7600 Washington Avenue, 
Houston, 'lX, 77007; (3) Houston Public Library (Texas Room). 500 McKinney, HOll ton, TX, 77002; 
(4) Montgomery County Library, R.B. Tullis Branch, 21130 U.S. Hwy. 59 #K, New Caney, TX, 77357; 
(5) Crosby Library, 135 Hare Road, Crosby, TX, 77532; ard (6) West Chambers County Library, 10616 
Eagle Drive, Mont Belvieu, 'lX, 77580. All interested persons are invited to attend this hearing to express 
their views and voice their comments. Persons interested in attending the hearing who have special 
communication or phy ical accommodati n needs arc encouraged to contact the District Public 
Information Officer at (713) 802-5072 at least two days prior to the hearing. Because the public hearing 
will be conducted in English, any requests for languaae interpreters or other special communication needs 
should also be made at least two days prior to the public hearing. xDOT will make every reasonable 
effort to accommodate these needs. The TxDOT office is op n Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 
5:00 p.m. excluding state holidays. Written comments may b submitted to the GPA, Attention: Segments 
H and I-I Comment, 4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027 or to TxDOT Houston 
District, Attention: Director of Project Development, P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. 
Comments will also be accepted bye-mail to: segmentsllandll comments@grandpky.com. The comment 
period closes on September 22, 20 I 1. 
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Notice of Availability and Public Hearing 
Grand Parkway (SH 99) Segments H and I‐1 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) published a Notice of 
Availability in the Federal Register on June 24, 2011, announcing 
the availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS), dated March 2011, for Segments H and I‐1 of the Grand 
Parkway (State Highway 99), from US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E). The DEIS 
addresses potential environmental impacts of the construction 
and operation of Segments H and I‐1 of the Grand Parkway.  

The FHWA, in association with the Texas Department of 
Transportation (TxDOT) and the Grand Parkway Association (GPA), 
will hold one Public Hearing over two nights to solicit comments 
relating to environmental issues presented in the DEIS. Identical 
information will be presented both nights; it will not be necessary 
to attend both nights. The locations are handicapped accessible.  

Tuesday, August 9, 2011 
Barbers Hill High School 
9600 Eagle Drive, Mont Belvieu, TX 77580 

Thursday, August 11, 2011 
New Caney High School, 6th Grade Campus 
22784 US Highway 59, Porter, TX 77365 

6–7 p.m. Review informational displays, ask questions, sign up to 
make comments 

7 p.m.  Public Hearing, including a brief presentation discussing 
an overview of the document and its findings 

The purpose of the Public Hearing is to receive input and 
comments on relevant issues that should be addressed in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. The hearing will provide an 
opportunity to make oral and written comments. Both written and 
oral comments will be considered equally. If comments are 
submitted in writing, it is not necessary to repeat comments orally. 
Those wishing to make an oral comment will be asked to submit a 
speaker registration card at the registration table. Oral comments 
will be limited to three (3) minutes so that every speaker who 
wishes to speak has an opportunity to speak. Unused time may not 
be yielded to another speaker, each speaker must face the court 
reporter for transcript accuracy, and each speaker will be asked 
not to repeat comments made by previous speakers. Speakers will 
be asked to limit comments to issues relevant to the Segments H 
and I‐1 DEIS. Responses will not be made at the Public Hearing.  

All interested persons are invited to comment upon the DEIS. The 
document is on file and available for review at the following 
locations or by downloading from www.grandpky.com. 
• Grand Parkway Association 

4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027 
• Texas Department of Transportation 

7600 Washington Avenue, Houston, TX 77007 
• Houston Public Library (Texas Room) 

500 McKinney Street, Houston, TX 77002 
• Montgomery County Library, R.B. Tullis Branch 

21569 US Highway 59, New Caney, TX 77357 
• Crosby Library 

135 Hare Road, Crosby, TX 77532 
• Jones Public Library 

801 South Cleveland Street #A, Dayton, TX 77535 
• West Chambers County Library 

10616 Eagle Drive, Baytown, TX 77520 

All interested persons are invited to attend this hearing to express 
their views and voice their comments. Persons interested in 
attending the hearing who have special communication or physical 
accommodation needs are encouraged to contact the District 
Public Information Officer at (713) 802‐5072 at least two days prior 
to the hearing. Because the Public Hearing will be conducted in 
English, any requests for language interpreters or other special 
communication needs should also be made at least two days prior 
to the Public Hearing. TxDOT will make every reasonable effort to 
accommodate these needs. The TxDOT office is open Monday 
through Friday from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. excluding State of Texas 
holidays. Written comments may be submitted by September 21, 
2011 to: 

Grand Parkway Association, Attention: Segments H and I‐1 
Comments 
4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, or 

TxDOT Houston District 
Attention: Director of Project Development 
P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251‐1386, or 

Send an email to segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com 



Aviso de disponibilidad y vista pública 
Grand Parkway (SH 99) Sectores H e I‐1 

La Administración Federal de Carreteras (FHWA) publicó un aviso 
de disponibilidad en el Registro Federal el 24 de junio de 2011, 
anunciando la disponibilidad del borrador de declaración del 
impacto medioambiental (DEIS), de marzo de 2011, para los 
Sectores H e I‐1 del Grand Parkway (State Highway 99), desde US 
59 (N) hasta IH 10 (E). El DEIS se trata de los potenciales impactos 
medioambientales de la construcción y operación de los Sectores 
H e I‐1 del Grand Parkway.  

La FHWA, en asociación con el Departamento de Transporte de 
Texas (TxDOT) y la Asociación de Grand Parkway (GPA), celebrará 
una vista pública sobre dos noches para solicitar comentario en 
relación con los asuntos medioambientales presentados en el 
DEIS. Información idéntica se presentará ambas noches; no se 
necesita asistir las dos noches. Las instalaciones son accesibles 
para minusválidos.  

martes, el 9 de agosto, 2011  
Barbers Hill High School 
9600 Eagle Hill Drive, Mont Belvieu, TX 77580 
 
jueves, el 11 de agosto, 2011 
New Caney High School, 6th Grade Campus 
22784 US Highway 59, Porter, TX 77365 
 
6–7 p.m. Repasar visualizadores informativos, hacer preguntas, 

inscribirse para hacer comentarios 
7 p.m.  Vista pública, incluso una presentación en breve que se 

trata del documento y sus conclusiones 

El propósito de la vista pública es para recibir información y 
comentarios sobre problemas pertinentes que se deben dirigir en 
la versión final de la declaración del impacto ambiental. La vista 
presentará la oportunidad de hacer comentarios orales o escritos. 
 

Ambos comentarios escritos y orales se considerarán igualmente. 
Si los comentarios se presentan escritos, no es necesario repetir 
los comentarios oralmente. Los que quieren hacer comentarios 
orales se pedirán a presentar una tarjeta de registro de hablante 
en la mesa de registrar. Los comentarios orales se limitan a tres (3) 
minutos para que cada persona tenga la oportunidad de hablar. El 
tiempo no utilizado no puede ser dado a otro hablante, cada 
persona necesita hablar en la dirección del reportero judicial para 
asegurar exactitud de transcripción, y ninguna persona no debe 
repetir los comentarios de personas anteriores. Se limitan los 
comentarios a los asuntos pertinentes a los Sectores H e I‐1 DEIS. 
No se van a dar respuestas en la vista pública.  

Todas las personas interesadas son invitadas a hacer comentarios 
sobre el DEIS. El documento está en archivo y disponible para 
revisar en las siguientes ubicaciones o se puede descargarlo en el 
sitio www.grandpky.com. 
• Grand Parkway Association 

4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027 
• Texas Department of Transportation 

7600 Washington Avenue, Houston, TX 77007 
• Houston Public Library (Texas Room) 

500 McKinney Street, Houston, TX 77002 
• Montgomery County Library, R.B. Tullis Branch 

21569 US Highway 59, New Caney, TX 77357 
• Crosby Library 

135 Hare Road, Crosby, TX 77532 
• Jones Public Library 

801 South Cleveland Street #A, Dayton, TX 77535 
• West Chambers County Library 

10616 Eagle Drive, Baytown, TX 77520 

Todas las personas interesadas están invitadas a asistir a esta vista 
pública para expresar sus opiniones y comentarios. Las personas 
interesadas en asistir a la vista pública que tienen necesidades 
especiales de comunicación o que necesitan acomodaciones 
especiales físicas deben contactar el funcionario de la información 
pública del distrito al número (713) 802‐5072 por lo menos de dos 
días antes de la vista pública. La vista pública será conducida en 
inglés y  las solicitudes para intérpretes de idioma u otras 
necesidades especiales de comunicación deben ser realizados por 
lo menos de dos días antes de la vista pública. TxDOT proveerá por 
acomodaciones razonables para las personas que asisten a la vista 
pública. La oficina de TxDOT está abierta lunes a viernes desde las 
8 de la mañana hasta las 5 de la tarde salvo los días festivos del 
estado de Texas. Los comentarios escritos deben ser enviados por 
el 21 de septiembre del 2011 a:  

Grand Parkway Association, Attention: Segments H and I‐1 
Comments 
4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027, o 

TxDOT Houston District 
Attention: Director of Project Development 
P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251‐1386, o 

Manda un email a segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com 



Owner_Name Owner_Add1 Owner_Add2
ADKINS, HARRY J & ROBIN D 20851 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7707
APPLEGATE, ASHLEY NICOLE 5574 FM 49 MINEOLA,TX 75773-4204
ARRENDELL, NATHAN R & KATHY 20310 STEPHENS FOREST RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7146
AYALA, FIDEL A 1518 LOCHSTONE DR HOUSTON,TX 77073-2760
B&J PROJECTS LP 27295 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7395
BAHENA, JACINTO REA 3018 PINE GULLY BLVD HOUSTON,TX 77017-2415
BAXLEY, ANGELA L 1694 PO BOX SPLENDORA,TX 77372-1694
BOBBY R CASEY ENDOWED FUND FOR NEW CANEY ISD, RICK COWAN TRUSTEE 21580 LOOP 494 NEW CANEY,TX 77357
BOYD, DONALD JACK 581 MAGNOLIA POINT DR HUFFMAN,TX 77336-3107
BREWER, ROGER D & TANYA W 20311 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6871
CEDENO, PETER M & LINDA 27621 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7817
CITY OF HOUSTON PO BOX 1561 HOUSTON,TX 77251-1561
CONSUMERS WATER CORP PO BOX 1383 SPRING,TX 77383-1383
CORTES, LUCIO GAMINO 2806 GREEN PINE KINGWOOD,TX 77339
CRABB, WALLACE F & PATRICIA O 20282 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7746
CRANE, DWIGHT A & CHARLENE 20337 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6871
CRUTCHER, WAYNE A & TRACEY 21228 WALNUT DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-8120
DAVIS, CYNTHIA P C/O EPPIE D GOOD 2403 GOLDSPRING LN SPRING,TX 77373-9031
DEITERING, PATRICIA 4419 COUNTY RD 2211 ODEM,TX 78370-4080
DOWNEY, RICHARD O-ESTATE OF % KAREN MARIE DOWNEY 319 BROOKS ST SUGAR LAND,TX 77478-3229
DREWETT, FRED W 28521 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7829
EAST FORK LLC 21481 TOWERGUARD DR KINGWOOD,TX 77339-2143
EAST RIVER BAPTIST CHURCH PO BOX 983 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-0983
EBANKS, ALFRED E & LILITH 5823 FOREST TIMBERS DR HUMBLE,TX 77346-1979
FORD, WILLIAM D. PO BOX 755 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-0755
FRANKS, LARRY A & MARVA S PO BOX 2464 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-2464
GHALAYINI BASSAM A 40918 VANCOUVER BLVD RICHMOND,TX 77469
GHALAYINI, OUSSAMA 2004 HARBOUR CIR LEAGUE CITY,TX 77573
GHALAYINI, SAMIR 10101 SOUTHWEST FWY STE 300 HOUSTON,TX 77074-1110
GHALAYINI, SAMIR A & HEDIAN 12335 ASHFORD HOLLOW DR SUGAR LAND,TX 77478-6177
GIESE, CARL D & MARGARET R 310 LADERA LN APT #1012 MANGILAO,GU 96913-5867
GOOD, EPPIE 2403 GOLDSPRING LN SPRING,TX 77373-9031
GUILLORY, MEREDITH 85 COUNTY ROAD 3794A CLEVELAND,TX 77328-5243
GUNIGANTI, PRABHAKAR R 50 WATERFORD CT NACOGDOCHES,TX 75965-8709
HAMMONS, ERIC W 20188 WILLABY RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7214
HARRIMAN, JOSEPH M 20300 ROADWAY NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6888
HEBERT, BARBARA 3101 BRILL ST HOUSTON,TX 77026-4607
HERNANDEZ, CHARLES RAY & DORIS 20372 ADA LN NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6806
HERRERA, JOSE & ROSA 11601 KEARNY DR HOUSTON,TX 77076-1745
HOOD, SAM ELMER 104 WOODCREST DR LAFAYETTE,LA 70506-5449
HURDLE, DEBORAH 20381 SCOTT GARDNER RD NEW CANEY ,TX 77357-6749
HUSBAND, FREDERICK M & FRANCIS A PO BOX 901 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-0901
JACOBS, JOE T SR-ESTATE OF% D G JACOBS 25871 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6813
JALUFKA, YVONNE PO BOX 550401 HOUSTON,TX 77255-0401
JOHNSON, DEBBIE A 25740 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6810
JOHNSON, KEVIN 21142 WALNUT DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-8118
JULIAN, RONALD 27294 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7394
KENDRICK, WILLIE D 21008 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7710
KUCERA, DONALD D 906 I ST CENTRAL CITY,NE 68826-1647
LAINE, MARSHA S 1908 JENTSCH CT # B AUSTIN,TX 78745-3191
M & M FARMS B L MILLER 25856 ALMARIE DR NEW CANDY,TX 77357



MARTINI, MICHELLE G 7306 NORTHLEAF DR HOUSTON,TX 77086-1846
MAULLY LLC JOHN B HEAP 1062 SINGING HILLS RD PARKER,CO 80138-4653
MAYES, IRENE F 25927 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6815
MCCANN, KENNITH & BETTY 21029 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7711
MILLER, GOLDIE 26414 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7378
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 400 N SAN JACINTO ST CONROE,TX 77301-2823
MOREAU, ALAN PO BOX 1974 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-1974
MORRIS, VERNON RAY & DEBRA 27191 SPANISH OAKS DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7065
NEW CANEY GOLD INC 5615 RICHMOND AVE # 230 HOUSTON,TX 77057
ODERCO, INC PO BOX 1679 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-1679
ONEAL, CAROL N & TERRL L 20310 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6870
ORTON, TERRY DEE 27528 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357
OWENS, DON & MARLENE B 20282 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7746
OWENS, GENE 20241 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7747
OWENS, MARK 20310 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7748
OWENS, SAM 20310 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7748
PAIR, BRYAN 20336 ADA LN NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6806
PATTON, RICHARD & DOLORES 20311 STEPHENS FOREST RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7147
PEACH CREEK BAPTIST CHURCH 25963 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7369
PEREZ, EMILY S 27681 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7817
POLK, BENNY L & LIZ 20237 MONDAY HARGROVE RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7239
REDDY, MALLADI S 2398 BAYCREST DR HOUSTON,TX 77058-3702
ROGERSON, ELMER T 27735 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7819
SAMPLE, DERRELL D 25796 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6810
SANCHEZ, ALEJANDRO 23738 CARMEN LN PORTER,TX 77365-5065
SANTILLAN, ABELARDO & ALICE 27457 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7399
SHERROUSE, LUTHER E & CAROLYN JUNE SHERROUSE 20256 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6868
SHEWBART, CASS 19103 BARRY LN HUMBLE,TX 77346-2754
SINGLETON, RICHARD ALLEN & PHYLLIS 25791 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6811
SKILES, SAMUEL & GRACIE 25779 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6811
SMITH, JASON J & JULIE A 20354 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357
SNYDER, ROBT 216 VILLAGE DR GEORGETOWN,TX 78628-2758
SOSSAMON, DALE & CLAUDIA 27965 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7823
ST JULIAN, WILFORD JR. 21384 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7716
STRUSKA, EDDIE & BARBARA 20265 WILLABY RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7217
THRASHER, VIRGIE 20235 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7747
TURNER, ALVIN JR 21052 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7710
TURNER, DELORIS MAE 21052 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7710
VASQUEZ, ALFREDO & MARTHA B 23745 PONDEROSA DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-8037
WHEELER, W C PO BOX 648 CROCKETT,TX 75835-0648
WILLIAMS, F E & MARY E PO BOX 114 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-0114
WILLIAMSON, GARY & VICKY 2207 APPIAN WAY NEW CANEY,TX 77357-3119
WILLIAMSON, JIMMY A 26084 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7370
WINDHAM, JERRY & CHRISTAL 23349 BROOK FOREST RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-4927
WITTENBACK, THOMAS J 2111 HARPER DR PASADENA,TX 77502-3403
WRIGHT, ROGER 25842 MARELLA DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6860
ZBORIL, W J 4719 NENANA DR HOUSTON,TX 77035-3403
CONTINENTAL PACIFIC LLC PO BOX 1350 SANTA ROSA BEACH FL 32459-1350
IRANNEZHAD MOHAMMAD REZE 2634 QUAIL RUN DR HUMBLE TX 77396-1860
BAITY SHAWN & LISA 18935 VAN RD HOUSTON TX 77049-1331
MESSER DANIEL J RR 1 BOX 2642 NEW CANEY TX 77357-9616
HF HOUSTON GREEN LAND LP 16380 ADDISON RD ADDISON TX 75001-3249



file_as_na addr_line1 addr_line2 addr_line3 addr_city state zip
AGUIRRE HECTOR 15903 LOVE STREET HOUSTON TX 77060
ALSTON JAMES E & DORIS D 650 COUNTY ROAD 610 DAYTON TX 77535
ALVAREZ LASHONNA PO BOX 3111 DAYTON TX 77535
BANISTER 1923 TRUST ET AL C/O ICG PO BOX 810490 DALLAS TX 75381
BARAJAS ABEL & RIGOBERTO 1811 JESSIE LN PASADENA TX 77502
BELTRAN GABINO JR & SANDRA RODRIGUEZ & TAMMY COLUNGA 2707 OWENS CROSS DR HOUSTON TX 77067
BP AMERICA PRODUCTION COMPANY ATTN PROPERTY TAX DEPT PO BOX 3092 HOUSTON TX 77253
BRADFORD JOE B & PERRI A 1024 COUNTY ROAD 602 DAYTON TX 77535
BRANDT JOHN M & TARA J PO BOX 116 DAYTON TX 77535
BRECHEEN LLOYD J & THERESA 152 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535
BRITO PEDRO & HILDA MIRANDA 4781 COUNTY ROAD 602 DAYTON TX 77535
BROWN BROTHERS FARMS INC RAY STOESSER & R C BROWN 1414 HIGHWAY 90 DAYTON TX 77535
BROWN ROGER C 1700 LAKESHORE CT COLLEGE STATION TX 77845
CARCAMO ARISTIDES HERNAN 11818 QUICKSILVER CT HOUSTON TX 77067
CASTILLO ERICA 14327 FAIR DRIVE HOUSTON TX 77045
CHACHERE FEED STORE INC 3829 FM 1960 DAYTON TX 77535
CHACHERE L J 3829 FM 1960 DAYTON TX 77535
CHACHERE L J ETAL 3829 FM 1960 DAYTON TX 77535
CHACHERE LUTHER J 289 COUNTY ROAD 610 DAYTON TX 77535
CHACHERE LUTHER RAY 1279 COUNTY ROAD 610 DAYTON TX 77535
CHACHERE LUTHER RAY ETAL 3829 FM 1960 DAYTON TX 77535
CMC RAILROAD INC PO BOX 605 DAYTON TX 77535
COUNTY LINE INDUSTRIAL PARK LP PO BOX 749 MONT BELVIEU TX 77580
CRAMER GARY W & KRISTI 795 COUNTY ROAD 602 DAYTON TX 77535
DAMEK JOHN JR 10 N MAGUIRE AVE APT 304 TUCSON AZ 85710
DAMEK OLIVER 1768 COUNTY ROAD 605 DAYTON TX 77535
DAYTON RICE MILLING PO BOX 400 DAYTON TX 77535
DELANEY SAMUEL T & SHARON M PO BOX 1410 HOUSTON TX 77251
DLJ MORTGAGE CAPITAL 3815 SOUTH WEST TEMPLE SALT LAKE CITY UT 84115
EXXON CORP PO BOX 53 HOUSTON TX 77001
FORESTAR (USA) REAL ESTATE GROUP INC 6300 BEE CAVES ROAD BLDG 500 AUSTIN TX 78746
FVL LTD C/O JAMES E FAUST INC 1331 LAMAR ST STE 1350 HOUSTON TX 77010
GARCIA SIGIFREDO & LETICIA S 50 COUNTY ROAD 621 DAYTON TX 77535
GRAVES THERESA W 366 COUNTY ROAD 601 DAYTON TX 77535
HALLUM WESLEY M 952 COUNTY ROAD 602 DAYTON TX 77535
HAMER GREGORY J SR, BRENDA & CYNTHIA L LACY 805 PINE ST MORGAN CITY LA 70380
HAUGHT HERBIE B & WENDY S 1438 COUNTY ROAD 602 DAYTON TX 77535
HENRIQUEZ JOSE DAGOBERTO 710 GRANTHAM RD BAYTOWN TX 77521
HF HOUSTON GREEN LAND LP 16380 ADDISON RD ADDISON TX 75001
HOBDY CHARLENE MARIE LIFE ESTATE 9114 TAIDSWOOD DR SPRING TX 77379
JIMENEZ OCTAVIO & BLANCA E GARCIA 205 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535
KEC ACQUISITION CORP C/O K E ANDREWS & CO PO BOX 870849 MESQUITE TX 75187
KIBBE KELSEY N & JUDY L W PO BOX 111146 HOUSTON TX 77293
LABBE LANCE & WHITNEY 25097 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY TX 77357
LINO CRYSTAL C 307 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535
MARS PARTNERS LTD C/O LETHA BLACK 2000 W MARSHALL DR GRAND PRAIRIE TX 75051
MARTINEZ ELVIS C & IRVIN M 218 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535
MCARDLE KEVIN & PATRICIA 14155 HIGHWAY 146 DAYTON TX 77535
MCCOY DAVID W C/O FRED MCCOY 133 COUNTY ROAD 4865 DAYTON TX 77535
MCNAIR ASA B & GYTHA 5235 COUNTY ROAD 602 DAYTON TX 77535
MIRELES JOSE C & MARIA D 7334 BROCKLEY LN HOUSTON TX 77087
NAILLING FELTON BARRY 938 COUNTY ROAD 602 DAYTON TX 77535
OCCIDENTAL CHEMICAL CORP PROPERTY & EXCISE TAX DEPT PO BOX 27570 HOUSTON TX 77227



ORELLANA JUAN AND ELVIRA GARCIA 11602 LANE ST HOUSTON TX 77029
OROZCO MACLOVIA 531 CHARLESTON SQUARE HUMBLE TX 77338
OWENS MICHAEL HENRY PO BOX 23 RED ROCK TX 78662
PAVLAT RAYMOND J ETAL 7520 COUNTY ROAD 272 BERTRAM TX 78605
PRECAB INCORPORATED PO BOX 700 DAYTON TX 77535
RANGEL JOSE GUADALUPE & ARLETTE ALVAREZ PO BOX 731 LIBERTY TX 77575
RODRIGUEZ MICHELLE 923 RED BUD ST CHANNELVIEW TX 77530
RODRIGUEZ ROGELLO & NINFA SALINAS 12514 DETERMINED DR HOUSTON TX 77039
ROEDER STEPHEN & CHRISTY 14520 BOHEMIAN HALL RD CROSBY TX 77532
ROJAS FRANCISCO ORDUNA & MARICELA GONZALEZ 12803 NORTHCHASE RIDGE LN HOUSTON TX 77044
ROSAS RENE SANCHEZ & NIDIA I DELGADO 16208 WOOD DR TRLR 17 CHANNELVIEW TX 77530
RUSH CASEY ALINE RUSH & LEE RUSH 404 GUM GULLY RD CROSBY TX 77532
SALAZAR JESUS 338 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535
SANCHEZ JUAN & DIANA 11693 FM 686 DAYTON TX 77535
SANCHEZ MARIA S 11693 FM 686 DAYTON TX 77535
SIMNACHER LARRY W & LEONA M PO BOX 2217 BAY CITY TX 77404
SMALLWOOD JAMES D PO BOX 1731 DAYTON TX 77535
SMESNY JOE F C/O CYNTHIA NORWOOD 9334 AMBER WOOD DR KIRTLAND OH 44094
SONS REBECCA 570 TREELINE RD DAYTON TX 77535
SOSA JOHN P AND TERESA 1855 WIRT RD APT 189 HOUSTON TX 77055
SPEER GORDON W PO BOX 1412 BEEVILLE TX 78104
SPEIGHT ELLERY A & VERA E 4103 TRENT LN LAKE CHARLES LA 70605
STOESSER FARMS INC C/O MARK STOESSER PO BOX 637 DAYTON TX 77535
STOESSER JACK 32 LITTLE JOHN LN DAYTON TX 77535
STOESSER MARK A. PO BOX 637 DAYTON TX 77535
STONE MOUNTAIN PETROLEUM LLC 1404 ARLINGTON ST HOUSTON TX 77008
STRINGFELLOW CHRIS & DIANNA 13911 SMITH RD HUMBLE TX 77396
TABOR IVAN ET AL 4311 FELSCHER LANE CROSBY TX 77532
TERRY LLOYD & JOANNA D 274 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535
VASQUEZ SILVIA 84 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535
VILLEGAS CESAR R & ROLANDO 8115 SWISS LN HOUSTON TX 77075
WALENTA EDWARD VIRGIL 277 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535
WEST LIBERTY OIL COMPANY PO BOX 100 DAYTON TX 77535
WHITE JAMES P & LINDA 1424 COUNTY ROAD 621 DAYTON TX 77535
WILLIAMS EDWARD & HENRY PLECHETTE 181 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535
WINGATE RUBY KAREN 712 N MAGNOLIA ST HIGHLANDS TX 77562
WOOD GREGORY S 2990 COUNTY ROAD 622 DAYTON TX 77535
YAWN WILLIAM D & SHEILA 370 COUNTY ROAD 6022B DAYTON TX 77535



Owner_Name Owner_Add1 Owner_Add2
ADKINS, HARRY J & ROBIN D 20851 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7707
APPLEGATE, ASHLEY NICOLE 5574 FM 49 MINEOLA,TX 75773-4204
ARRENDELL, NATHAN R & KATHY 20310 STEPHENS FOREST RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7146
AYALA, FIDEL A 1518 LOCHSTONE DR HOUSTON,TX 77073-2760
B&J PROJECTS LP 27295 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7395
BAHENA, JACINTO REA 3018 PINE GULLY BLVD HOUSTON,TX 77017-2415
BAXLEY, ANGELA L 1694 PO BOX SPLENDORA,TX 77372-1694
BOBBY R CASEY ENDOWED FUND FOR NEW CANEY ISD, RICK COWAN TRUSTEE 21580 LOOP 494 NEW CANEY,TX 77357
BOYD, DONALD JACK 581 MAGNOLIA POINT DR HUFFMAN,TX 77336-3107
BREWER, ROGER D & TANYA W 20311 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6871
CEDENO, PETER M & LINDA 27621 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7817
CITY OF HOUSTON PO BOX 1561 HOUSTON,TX 77251-1561
CONSUMERS WATER CORP PO BOX 1383 SPRING,TX 77383-1383
CORTES, LUCIO GAMINO 2806 GREEN PINE KINGWOOD,TX 77339
CRABB, WALLACE F & PATRICIA O 20282 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7746
CRANE, DWIGHT A & CHARLENE 20337 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6871
CRUTCHER, WAYNE A & TRACEY 21228 WALNUT DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-8120
DAVIS, CYNTHIA P C/O EPPIE D GOOD 2403 GOLDSPRING LN SPRING,TX 77373-9031
DEITERING, PATRICIA 4419 COUNTY RD 2211 ODEM,TX 78370-4080
DOWNEY, RICHARD O-ESTATE OF % KAREN MARIE DOWNEY 319 BROOKS ST SUGAR LAND,TX 77478-3229
DREWETT, FRED W 28521 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7829
EAST FORK LLC 21481 TOWERGUARD DR KINGWOOD,TX 77339-2143
EAST RIVER BAPTIST CHURCH PO BOX 983 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-0983
EBANKS, ALFRED E & LILITH 5823 FOREST TIMBERS DR HUMBLE,TX 77346-1979
FORD, WILLIAM D. PO BOX 755 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-0755
FRANKS, LARRY A & MARVA S PO BOX 2464 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-2464
GHALAYINI BASSAM A 40918 VANCOUVER BLVD RICHMOND,TX 77469
GHALAYINI, OUSSAMA 2004 HARBOUR CIR LEAGUE CITY,TX 77573
GHALAYINI, SAMIR 10101 SOUTHWEST FWY STE 300 HOUSTON,TX 77074-1110
GHALAYINI, SAMIR A & HEDIAN 12335 ASHFORD HOLLOW DR SUGAR LAND,TX 77478-6177
GIESE, CARL D & MARGARET R 310 LADERA LN APT #1012 MANGILAO,GU 96913-5867
GOOD, EPPIE 2403 GOLDSPRING LN SPRING,TX 77373-9031
GUILLORY, MEREDITH 85 COUNTY ROAD 3794A CLEVELAND,TX 77328-5243
GUNIGANTI, PRABHAKAR R 50 WATERFORD CT NACOGDOCHES,TX 75965-8709
HAMMONS, ERIC W 20188 WILLABY RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7214
HARRIMAN, JOSEPH M 20300 ROADWAY NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6888
HEBERT, BARBARA 3101 BRILL ST HOUSTON,TX 77026-4607
HERNANDEZ, CHARLES RAY & DORIS 20372 ADA LN NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6806
HERRERA, JOSE & ROSA 11601 KEARNY DR HOUSTON,TX 77076-1745
HOOD, SAM ELMER 104 WOODCREST DR LAFAYETTE,LA 70506-5449
HURDLE, DEBORAH 20381 SCOTT GARDNER RD NEW CANEY ,TX 77357-6749
HUSBAND, FREDERICK M & FRANCIS A PO BOX 901 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-0901
JACOBS, JOE T SR-ESTATE OF% D G JACOBS 25871 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6813
JALUFKA, YVONNE PO BOX 550401 HOUSTON,TX 77255-0401
JOHNSON, DEBBIE A 25740 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6810
JOHNSON, KEVIN 21142 WALNUT DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-8118
JULIAN, RONALD 27294 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7394
KENDRICK, WILLIE D 21008 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7710
KUCERA, DONALD D 906 I ST CENTRAL CITY,NE 68826-1647
LAINE, MARSHA S 1908 JENTSCH CT # B AUSTIN,TX 78745-3191
M & M FARMS B L MILLER 25856 ALMARIE DR NEW CANDY,TX 77357



MARTINI, MICHELLE G 7306 NORTHLEAF DR HOUSTON,TX 77086-1846
MAULLY LLC JOHN B HEAP 1062 SINGING HILLS RD PARKER,CO 80138-4653
MAYES, IRENE F 25927 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6815
MCCANN, KENNITH & BETTY 21029 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7711
MILLER, GOLDIE 26414 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7378
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 400 N SAN JACINTO ST CONROE,TX 77301-2823
MOREAU, ALAN PO BOX 1974 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-1974
MORRIS, VERNON RAY & DEBRA 27191 SPANISH OAKS DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7065
NEW CANEY GOLD INC 5615 RICHMOND AVE # 230 HOUSTON,TX 77057
ODERCO, INC PO BOX 1679 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-1679
ONEAL, CAROL N & TERRL L 20310 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6870
ORTON, TERRY DEE 27528 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357
OWENS, DON & MARLENE B 20282 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7746
OWENS, GENE 20241 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7747
OWENS, MARK 20310 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7748
OWENS, SAM 20310 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7748
PAIR, BRYAN 20336 ADA LN NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6806
PATTON, RICHARD & DOLORES 20311 STEPHENS FOREST RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7147
PEACH CREEK BAPTIST CHURCH 25963 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7369
PEREZ, EMILY S 27681 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7817
POLK, BENNY L & LIZ 20237 MONDAY HARGROVE RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7239
REDDY, MALLADI S 2398 BAYCREST DR HOUSTON,TX 77058-3702
ROGERSON, ELMER T 27735 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7819
SAMPLE, DERRELL D 25796 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6810
SANCHEZ, ALEJANDRO 23738 CARMEN LN PORTER,TX 77365-5065
SANTILLAN, ABELARDO & ALICE 27457 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7399
SHERROUSE, LUTHER E & CAROLYN JUNE SHERROUSE 20256 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6868
SHEWBART, CASS 19103 BARRY LN HUMBLE,TX 77346-2754
SINGLETON, RICHARD ALLEN & PHYLLIS 25791 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6811
SKILES, SAMUEL & GRACIE 25779 ALMARIE DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6811
SMITH, JASON J & JULIE A 20354 HEIGHTS BLVD NEW CANEY,TX 77357
SNYDER, ROBT 216 VILLAGE DR GEORGETOWN,TX 78628-2758
SOSSAMON, DALE & CLAUDIA 27965 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7823
ST JULIAN, WILFORD JR. 21384 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7716
STRUSKA, EDDIE & BARBARA 20265 WILLABY RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7217
THRASHER, VIRGIE 20235 SAMS HILL RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7747
TURNER, ALVIN JR 21052 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7710
TURNER, DELORIS MAE 21052 BAPTIST ENCAMPMENT RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7710
VASQUEZ, ALFREDO & MARTHA B 23745 PONDEROSA DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-8037
WHEELER, W C PO BOX 648 CROCKETT,TX 75835-0648
WILLIAMS, F E & MARY E PO BOX 114 NEW CANEY,TX 77357-0114
WILLIAMSON, GARY & VICKY 2207 APPIAN WAY NEW CANEY,TX 77357-3119
WILLIAMSON, JIMMY A 26084 FM 1485 RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-7370
WINDHAM, JERRY & CHRISTAL 23349 BROOK FOREST RD NEW CANEY,TX 77357-4927
WITTENBACK, THOMAS J 2111 HARPER DR PASADENA,TX 77502-3403
WRIGHT, ROGER 25842 MARELLA DR NEW CANEY,TX 77357-6860
ZBORIL, W J 4719 NENANA DR HOUSTON,TX 77035-3403
CONTINENTAL PACIFIC LLC PO BOX 1350 SANTA ROSA BEACH FL 32459-1350
IRANNEZHAD MOHAMMAD REZE 2634 QUAIL RUN DR HUMBLE TX 77396-1860
BAITY SHAWN & LISA 18935 VAN RD HOUSTON TX 77049-1331
MESSER DANIEL J RR 1 BOX 2642 NEW CANEY TX 77357-9616
HF HOUSTON GREEN LAND LP 16380 ADDISON RD ADDISON TX 75001-3249



Regular Mailing List
Mr/Ms First Name Last Name Position Company Address Line 1 Address Line 2 City State  Zip Country
Mr. Henry Adair P.O. Box 501 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Mr. Pat Adcock 22235 Russell Drive New Caney TX 77357
Mr. William Adcox 115 Commons Lake Drive Huffman TX 77336

Rachelle  Ainsworth 5000 Kendall Road Baytown 77520‐8341
Ray Akins Wold Island Road Dayton TX 77535
Nick Alanis 16360 Park Ten Place, Suite 230  Houston TX 77084

Mr. Jeffrey Albus 23230 Willow Pond Drive Katy TX 77494
Gary  Alcala 15342 Wild Timber Trail Cypress TX 77433

Mr. Weldon Alders 29 Little John Dayton TX 77535
Weldon & Paula Alders 704 W. Hwy 90 Dayton TX 77535
Albert  Allen 14925 Memorial Drive, Suite 200 Houston TX 77079
Mike Allison 14405 Brown Road Tomball TX 77377
Paul Alsina 1421 Wells Branch Parkway Suite 107 Pflugerville TX 78660 USA
Debra Andersen 23453 Pine Forest New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Sid Andersen 23453 Pine Forest New Caney TX 77357
Mr. Chris Anderson 611 Elk Dr. Crosby TX 77532
Ms. LaNell Anderson 3614 Echo Mountain Dr. Kingwood TX 77345

Ahmed Ansari 24900 Kukendahl Tomball TX 77375
Ahmed Ansari 5415 Dunston Court Sugarland TX 77479

Mr. Richard Antonette 60 Blackgum Court Lake Jackson TX 77566
Deeanna Antosh 2905 Windy Hollow Dickonson TX 77539
Joel & Kellene Appel 2513 Piney Woods Drive Pearland TX NV

Mr. Luis Arguta 13850 Double Pine Dr Houston TX 77015
Ms. Janet Armstrong 9239 Point Barrow Baytown TX 77520

Mary Armstrong 16806 N Swirling Cloud Ct Cypress TX 77433
David Arnold 754 CR 6763 Dayton TX 77535

Mr. Richard Arnold 7115 Glenwood Drive Sugar Land TX 77479
Ms. Arleen Arone P. O. Box 691005 Houston TX 77269

Eugene Arp 5214 Lodge Creek Houston TX 77066
Berry  Assefa 6060 Brookglen Dr, Suite A 77017 TX 77017
Hala Baba 19523 Merrillwood Dr. Humble TX 77346 USA
Carroll Bagley P.O. Box 280 Dayton TX 77535
Matthew Bailey 3850 FM 518 E. #1702 League City TX 77573
James Baker 11200 Westheimer, Suite 850 Houston TX 77042

Mr. Kevin Baker 29330  Fox River Spring TX 77386
Suzanne Balderas 2227 Trotter Drive Katy TX 77493

Ms. Julia  Ball 514 Lago Trace Drive Huffman TX 77346
Mr. Maurice Ball 933 Front Street Lisle IL 60532

Hazel  Ballard 6306 Bayonne Spring TX 77389
Ms. Diane Bandiga 2109 Shadow Bay Circle League City TX 77573
Mr. & Mrs. Russell Banki 6922 Morning Sky Katy TX 77494

Karen  Barbour 7714 Green Path Ct Sugar Land TX 77479
Mr. Charles Bardwell 319 Blue Trail Drive Huffman TX 77336

Geoff Barnard 25311 Twister Trail Spring TX 77373 USA
Monica Barnett 4306 Gatewood Road Crosby TX 77532‐3914



Mr. & Mrs. Larry & Wendy Barnhill 1934 Wallace Road Baytown TX 77521
Ron Barrett 2510 Sage Brush Lane Sugar Land TX 77479

Mr. Don Barrineau 24703 Kennington Way Spring TX 77389
James Barron 22094 Spears Road Porter TX 77365
Rod  Barry 9801 Westheimer, Ste 202 Houston TX 77042

Mr. &  Mrs. Ralph  Bartholow 20906 Peters Rd Crosby TX 77532
Mr. Jack Bates 19707 Creekshore Drive Katy TX 77449

Karl Bath 22031 Baptist Encampment New Caney TX 77357
Mr. Sunny Bathija 1470 Eldridge Parkway Houston TX 77077

Patsy Battle P.O. Box 1246 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Ms. Aina Bayas 10 Windfern Place The Woodlands TX 77382
Mr. Edward & Donna Bayer 1415 Filey Fuzzel Spring TX 77386

Billy Bazzoon P.O. Box 822 Cleveland TX 77327
Lois Bean 16715 Quiet Trail Drive Humble TX 77396
Erica  Beasley 5103 Cypress Willow Dr. Katy TX 77449

Mr. Charles Beckendorf 19503 Cypress Rosehill Road Tomball TX 77377
Giselle Becker 259 Plauche Street Harahan LA 70123

Mr. Scott Becker 1919 Conifer Creek TRL Kingwood TX 77345
Ms. Dianna Beckerman 3120 Rogerdale Rd., #150 Houston TX 77042
Ms. Carolyn Bednar‐Wood P. O. Box 1386 Houston TX 77251‐1386
Mr. Jon Belanger 1610 Woodstead Court, #240 The Woodlands TX 77380
Ms. Linda Bell 19984 Live Oak Estates Drive Porter TX 77365

Levi  Bennett 5514 Wild Milberry Dr Katy TX 77494
Ms. Rebecca R. Bennett 10821 Gulfdale San Antonio TX 78216

Jennifer Benzel 11602 Brookfalls 77070
Ms. Karen K. Berner 7119 Shoshoni Baytown TX 77521
Ms. Barbara Bernett 3322 Greenwood Glen Kingwood TX 77345

Nv Beues Family Ltd. 4715 Country Club View Baytown TX 77521
Mr. John Bianckino 526 Charleston Square Humble TX 77338

Roger Biedanski P.O. Box 833 New Caney TX 77357
Daniel Billman 2102 6th Street Stafford TX 77477 USA
Robin Birthisel 380 Birchwood Huffman TX 77336

Mr. Dan Bishop 19243 Jenny Porter TX 77365
The Black family 5703 Rhetta Lane Spring TX 77389

J Blackwell 5115 Rainflower Circle North League City TX 77573
Cynthia Blair 3338 Trefle Rue Rosharon TX 77583
Nicole  Blakes 10855 John Ralston Rd  77044
Knute Blomstrom 92 CR 416 Rochelle TX 76872
David Bloom 1301 Memorial Drive Baytown TX 77521
James Blott 803 Bent Knoll Court Sugar Land TX 77479
Daniel Bode P.O. Box 1602 Dayton TX 77535

Ms. Rosalyn Boehme 11911 Cherry Point Dr Mont Belvieu TX 77535
Sherry Bohannon P.O. Box 1874 Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Mr & Mrs. Ben Boldt 3711 Waterbend Cove Spring TX 77386
Amy Bolin 1119 Blue Leaf Drive Richmond TX 77469
Carolynne Born 7 Cider Mill Court Pittsburg CA 94565
Pablo Borrego Paseo de la Castellana 141 5* planta Madrid Madrid 28046 Spain



Mark & Gail Boswell 2917 Hargrave Rd Huffman TX 77336
Leora Boullion 560 Klemp Dayton TX 77535
Robert Bowerman 3627 Palm Crest  Rosharon  TX 77583

Mr. William H. Bowman III 2314 Pleasant Creek Kingwood TX 77345
Mr. Carlos Bradley P. O. Box 680795 Houston TX 77268‐0795

Richard  Bragg 19619 Nara Vista Tomball TX 77377
John Brandt 761 CR 602 Dayton TX 77355

Mr. Cliff Branin 4219 Texana Baytown TX 77520
Carolyn Brennan 23458 East Community Drive New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Johnny Brennan P.O. Box 1963 New Caney TX 77357
Brad Breuer 1334 Shady Bend Dr Sugar Land TX 77479

Mr. E. Reginald Brewer 1711 Kilgore Road Baytown TX 77520
Frederick Bried 27523 E. Benders Landing Blvd. Spring TX 77386 USA
Allison Brigance 309 E Main St Tomball TX 77375
Kim Brooks 8618 Golden Chord Circle Houston TX 77040

Mr. Ron Brooks 550 Greens Pkwy, #100 Houston TX 77067
Mr. Chris Broussard 16102 Cutten Road Houston TX 77070
Mr. Brad Browder P. O. Box 1687 Cleveland TX 77328

Caroline  Browder P.O. Box 1714 Mont Beliveu TX 77580 USA
Bonnie Brown 23745 Pine Forest Drive New Caney TX 77357
Gary Brown 2260 Pool Road #300 Grapevine TX 76051
Irene Brown 20946 Punkin St New Caney TX 77357

Mr. James B. Brown 3219 Somerton La Porte TX 77571
Jerry Brown 1414 W. Hwy 90 Dayton TX 77535
Jessica  Brown 1700 Seaspray Court  #1233 Houston TX 77008

Mr. John Brown 3767 Forest Lane, No. 124‐1107  Dallas TX 75244
Kevin Brown 6707 River Rd. Richmond TX 77469‐5943

Mr. Lew Brown 323 Wedgewood Drive Montgomery TX 77356
Mr. Michael Brown 6942 FM 1960 East, #102 Humble TX 77346

Michelle  Brown 19627 Sara Deann ct. Porter TX 77365
Honorable Richard  Brown 800 Bowling Ln. Waupaca WI 54981‐9130

Sean Brown 2210 Glendavon Katy TX 77450
Kristen  Bruns 2800 Post Oak Blvd., Suite 2300 Houston TX 77056
Glen  Bryan 98 Meyer Rd. Huffman TX 77336

Mr. Carlos Bujosa 5005 Riverway, Suite 310 Houston TX 77056
Alfred  Bull 902 Four Fountains New Caney TX 77357
Richard & Sylvia Bumstead 2435 Wolf Road Huffman TX 77336
Charles Burditt P.O. Box 1424 Conroe TX 77385
Larry Burke 7111 Timberwilde Alvin TX 77511

Mr. Larry Burke 1907 Hunt Drive Friendswood TX 77546
Michael   Burkett 2523 Rosebluff Court Katy TX 77494
Brian Burklow 2514 Constantine New Caney TX 77357

Ms. Laverl Burks 22906 E. Community Drive New Caney TX 77357
Mr. Mike Burns 8 Witherspoon Dr #B Nantucket MA 2554
Mr. Mark Bush 3558 Louis Road Crosby TX 77532

Eric Bushman 7102 Spring Run Lane Katy TX 77494 USA
Mr. Horace L. Bussey, Jr. 9634 Autumn Harvest Drive Houston TX 77064



Julian Bustio 919 Congress Avenue, Suite 525 Austin TX 78726
Mr. Jack Butera 7700 San Felipe, #350 Houston TX 77063
Mr. Mark Buxton 21919 Hannover Village Drive Spring TX 77388‐2868
Mr. Kevin Byal 4344 FM 565 S. Baytown TX 77520

Tonya  Byrd 5807 Wiergate Lane Richmond TX 77469
William Byzantine 3939 Hartsdale Drive Houston TX 77063
Mark Cadwaller 598 Rolling Hills Road Conroe TX 77303
Dawn Caldwell 146 Diamnd Way Huffman TX 77336
Bobby  Cameron 3530 Spanish Acorn Lane Spring TX 77389
Don Campbell 21616 Baptist Rd. New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Mabry Campbell 8705 Katy Freeway, #408 Houston TX 77024
V  Campbell 2418 3rd St Huffman TX 77336

Mr. Charles Canestaro 22320 Walnut Dr. Porter TX 77365
Jason Canlas 7676 Hillmont Street #240 Houston TX 77040
Jim Cannan P.O. Box 1775 Gonzalez TX 78629

Mr. John Cannatella 9990 Richmond, #450 Houston TX 77042
Mr. Robert Cantrell 8641 Rayson Houston TX 77080

Gilbert  Cantu 4703 Ivy Meadow Ln.  Katy TX 77449
Jesse Cantu P.O. Box 1146 Houston TX 77251
Nikole  Cao 1760 Barker Cypress #1416 Houston TX 77084
Jeff Capell 2002 Upland Shadows Drive Sugar Land TX 77479
Karen  Capone 14006 Connor Park Drive Cypress TX 77429

Mr. Colin Carandang 308 Bremond Houston TX 77006
Mr. Manuel Carballo 10000 North Central Expressway, Suite 1300 Dallas TX 75231
Mr. Tony Carbone P. O. Box 343 Pearland TX 77588

Eric Cardwell 7923 Woodcrest Court Sugar Land TX 77479
Ms. Cheryl Carey 10375 Richmond Ave., #550 Houston TX 77042

Damien Carey 4431 Brook Shadow Kingwood TX 77345
Mark Carley 1510 TimberTrail Drive Sugar Land TX 77479
Jill Carlson 1803 Roman Forest Boulevard New Caney TX 77357
Matt Carreras 12320 Barker Cypress Road, Suite 600‐150 Cypress TX 77429
Geno Carrier P.O. Box 151705 Lufkin TX 75915‐1705
Mary Carter 24919 Havorford Rd. Spring TX 77389

Mr. John D. Caruso 2230 CR 676 Dayton TX 77535
William Casey P.O. Box 6122 Katy TX 77491 USA
Brian Cassidy 100 Congress Avenue, Ste 300 Austin TX 78701
Joe  Castanon 16719 Tranquility park Dr Cypress TX 77429
Geoffrey  Castro 20306 Misty Cove Katy TX 77449
Joe Castro 1222 Watermoon Richmond TX 77469
David Cato 7 West Woodtimber Ct. Woodlands TX 77381
Rusty Caufield 16711 Spring Glade Dr Cypress TX 77429

Mr. Louis Cavanaugh 2207 Main Street Liverpool TX 77577
Mr. L.J. Chachere 3829 FM 1960 Dayton TX 77535
Ms. Pat Chandler 3519 Glenwood Springs Drive Kingwood TX 77345

Scott Chandler 16311 Cliff Haven Houston TX 77095
Mike  Chaney 12015 Tanglebriar Trail Austin TX 78750
Donnie Chang 6830 Wilcrest Drive Houston TX 77072



Pattie Chang 12989 Bellaire Blvd., #12B  Houston TX 77072
Ms. Emily Chapman 21259 Velma Ln Porter TX 77365
Mr. Joe Cheatham 9800 Northwest Fwy, #516 Houston TX 77092
Mr. Dingxin Cheng 13731 Pickford Knolls Drive Houston TX 77041

Raymond  Chong 10555 Westoffice Drive Houston TX 77042
Cody Christoph 1300 Post Oak City Houston TX 77056
Holly  Cici 106 County Road 2312 Dayton TX 77535
K Citizen 1911 N. Winfree Dayton TX 77535
R.J. Claassen II 23637 Sunnyside Lane Zachary LA 70791

Ms. Peggy Clark 12859 Hwy 146 S Dayton TX 77535
Chiper Clawson 461 County Road 4876 Dayton TX 77535
Tom Clayton 9070 North Point Drive Baytown TX 77520
Glenn Clements 2503 Blue Willow Dr. Houston TX 77042
Barbara Cochran 17414 Rolling Brook Ct Sugar Land TX 77479
Jane & Harvey Cochran 11614 Cedar Gully Baytown TX 77520
Jennifer & David Cochran 5678 CR 602 Dayton TX 77535
Leslie Cockerill 612 Park Place #205 Austin TX 78705

Mr. Lloyd Coleman 7835 Shangrila Houston TX 77095
Mr. Charlie Collier 1103 DeVillier Road Winnie TX 77665

Darren Collins 15218 Brown Eyes Susan Court Cypress TX 77433
Mr. Billy Combs 11302 Cedar Gully Road Baytown TX 77520
Ms. Kathryn Compton 23102 Mossy Oaks Spring TX 77389
Ms. Christine Concha 4307 Stallionbrook Lane Houston TX 77388
Mr. Thomas Cones 1800 NASA Parkway Nassau Bay TX 77058
Mr. Dennis Confer 4810 Temple Bell Spring TX 77388

Carlos Contreras 5956 Sherry Lane, Suite 1000  Dallas TX 75225
Mr. Jim Coody, P.E. 5219  Spartan Drive Houston TX 77041

Ben Coogan 15926 Waybridge Glen Houston TX 77095
Edward  Cook 1127 Eldridge Pkwy, Suite 384 Houston TX 77077
Pat  Cooley 1522 Timbertrail Dr. Sugar Land TX 77479

Mr. Andrew Cooper 375 East E lm Street, #200 Conshohocken PA 19428
Clint Cooper 7904 N Sam Houston Pkwy W Houston TX 77064
Eddie  Cooper 7815 Ravens Point Drive Richmond TX 77469
Chris Corbin 10497 Town and Country Way, Suite 820 Houston TX 77007
Thomas Corey PO Box 213 Wallisville TX 77597
Paulette & Stephen Cormier 4631 Apache Lane Crosby TX 77532

Mr. & Mrs. Ed & Cathy Couri 2626 Swift Creek Drive League City TX 77573
Frank  Cox 18030 Berry Branch Dr Houston TX 77084
Steven Coy 4435 Donalbain Drive Spring TX 77373
Kenny  Crabb 2121 avenue J Arlington TX 76006

Mr. Ralston Creswell 7222 Welshwood Lane Sugar Land TX 77479
Craig Crocker 21414 Park Wick Lane Katy TX 77450

Mr. Dan Croitoru 905  Cypress Station Dr.,  #1508 Houston TX 77090
Sheryl Cross 408 E House Alvin TX 77511
Joe Crumpler P.O. Box 181 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Shelley Cruz 2615 Fowler Park Lane Conroe TX 77385
Leon & Mary Cubillas 9754 Daw Collins Rd. Cleveland TX 77328



Chang Cung 18506 Atsacawoods Tr Humble TX 77346
P Cyr 2227 Cr 661 Dayton TX 77535
Cathy D'Arche 2627 North Loop West, Suite 224 Houston TX 77008
Jonathan Dahl 7231 Sierra Night Drive Richmond TX 77469

Mr. Paul J. Daily P. O. Drawer 887 Stafford TX 77497
Eleanor & Oliver Damek 1768 CR 605 Dayton TX 77535
Mike Dang 10827 Bellaire, Suite 210 Houston TX 77072

Mr. Robert Dann 870 Ramada Dr. Houston TX 77062
Ms. Suzanne Danz 1357 Stone Road Pearland TX 77581

Gretchen  Davidson 13313 Cutten Rd, Apt.8112 Houston TX 77069
Mr. Mark Davis 2134 Richmond Houston TX 77098
Mr. Sajjid Dawood 4 Millcroft Place Sugar Land TX 77479

Deano Deano 3663 Nasa Road 1 #409 Seabrook TX 77586
George Defenbaugh PO Box 8459 Spring TX 77387‐8459

Ms. Jackie DeLaCruz 21470 Baptist Encampment Road New Caney TX 77357
Kevin Delahunty 17327 Champions Lakeway Tomball TX 77375

Mr. & Mrs. Cesar & Natalie DeLuna 16918 Quail Glen Missouri City TX 77489
Ms. Sally deMasi 20343 Allegro Shores Humble TX 77346

Cheryl DeMesa 2106 Cias Trail Lane Spring TX 77386
Mr. Paul C. Demopulos,  P.E. 2180 North Loop West, Suite 305 Houston TX 77018

Dwayne  Denton 2320 Creve Coeur Mill Road Maryland Hieghts MO 63043
Jacques   DeRouen 8715 Chipping Rock Dr. Sugar Land TX 77479
Jim Deshotel 23435 E Community New Caney TX 77357
Ed & Helen Dewey 137 CR 492 Dayton TX 77535
Ajinder Dhatt 13128 Walnut Lake Road Houston TX 77065

Ms. Jessica Dickerson 14603 West Rutledge Court Houston TX 77084
Dale Dillingham 20739 Castlemills Court Katy TX 77450‐5756
Tuong  Do 17320 B HWY 3 Webster TX 77598

Ms. Vicki Dodson 3318 Golden Willow City Kingwood TX 77339
Mary Doetterl 310 Morton St. #6279 Richmond TX 77469
Darren  Doherty 6506 Knoll Park Sugarland TX 77479
David  Doiron 6314 Whistling Pines Drive Spring TX 77389
Bhanu  Donavalli 11930 Lakewood TRL Tomball TX 77377
Gustavo Dorta 19006 Walden Forest Drive Humble TX 77346
Kourosh  Doulati 3126 Natalias Ct Houston TX 77082

Ms. Evelyn Downing 20378 N. Hillcrest Porter TX 77365
Mr. & Mrs. Paul & Liz Downing 4522 Natural Bridge Dr. Kingwood TX 77345

Donna Drake 12103 River Run West Baytown TX 77520
Ms. Cindy Drier P. O. Box 231 Wallisville TX 77597

Dan Duffy 101 St. Croix Lane Bullard TX 75757
Weston  Dugas P O Box 285 Alvin TX 77512
Mark Dumesnil 205 North Carrizo Street Corpus  Christi TX 78401
Shan Dumm 18425 Champions Forest, #100 Spring TX 77379
Robert  Duncan 8218 Bluebird Lane Missouri City TX 77459
Jack Dunn 23229 E. Comm. Drive New Caney TX 77357
Bryan Dunson 3300 Sage, Suite 11111 Houston TX 77056 USA

Mr. Lonnie DuPree 1824 Prairie Point O'Fallon MO 63366



Jean Durdin 25500 SH 249 Tomball TX 77575
Butch  Durkop 12625 Wetmore Rd, Suite 301 San Antonio TX 78265
Nicholas Dyke 3807 Loma Ln Spring TX 77386
Tim Early 13111 Northwest Freeway, Suite 200 Houston TX 77040

Mr. George Edwards 13318 Indian Creek Houston TX 77079
James Edwards 25019 Pikecrest Dr. Spring TX 77389
Jason Edwards P. O. Box 550974 Atlanta GA 30355

Mr. Jim Edwards 6914 Misty Morning Trace Richmond TX 77469
Barbara Egan 24182 E. Oak Porter TX 77365

Mr. Erik Eggert W324S7727 Paul Lane Mukwonago WI 53149
Tami Eichholtz 1105 S. Friendswood Dr. Suite C Friendswood TX 77546

Ms. Vivian Eitouni 20218 Lake Sherwood Houston TX 77450
Mr. Barry Elkanick RT.1 Box 2598 New Caney TX 77357

Kevin  Elm 2714 Zachary Bend Lane Katy TX 77494
Mr. Nicholas Emerson 3901 Bellaire Boulevard, Suite A Houston TX 77025
Ms. Connie Emery 22 Meyer Road Huffman TX 77336
Mr. Larry Enderli P. O. Box 826 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Ms. Rhonna Endres 11757 Katy Freeway, #500 Houston TX 77079
Mr. Brad Engel 11642 Sardis Lake Drive Tomball TX 77375
Mr. Rick Erickson 7575 Gosling Road, Apt. 1027 The Woodlands TX 77382 USA

Brenda Eshee 816 CR 624 Dayton TX 77525
Mr. Michael Evans 15120 Northwest Fwy, Suite 190 Houston TX 77040

Robin Evans 28806 Fax Canyon Spring TX 77386
Melissa Faltysek 807 CR 624 Dayton TX 77535

Mr. Farris Farmer 12242 Cypress Shores Drive Tomball TX 77375
Wayne Farmer 86 Hickory Ridge Drive Huffman TX 77336
T Farool 732 Chippenham Baton Rouge LA 70808

Mr. Charles Farquhar 525 Crenshaw Road Pasadena TX 77504
Mr. Alan Feinsilver 109 North Post Oak Lane, Syite 520 Houston TX 77024

Diane  Fellers 4703 Felscher Ln Crosby TX 77532
Mr. Troy T. Fennell P. O. Box 1709 Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Andrew  Ferguson 15726 Maple Manor Dr Houston TX 77095
Dennis Ferguson 247 Mohawk Drive Alvin TX 77511‐9254
Phillip Ferguson 307 East State Street Eagle Lake TX 77434‐1832

Mr. Robert Ferguson, Jr. 3003 W. Alabama Houston TX 77098
Mr. Pete Ferrier 245 Commerce Green Blvd Sugar Land TX 77478

Wendell & Nora Few P.O. Box 2344 Conroe TX 77305
Terri Ficker 10667 Emnora Lane Houston TX 77043
Fred Fields 19950 Gatling Ct. Katy TX 77449
Melvin Filee 6453 CR 602 Dayton TX 77535
Dorthy & Melvin Filer P.O. Box 1785 Dayton TX 77535
Irene & Doug Finn 21406 East Cate Road Crosby TX 77552
Kirwyn Fischer 22881 Brazos Dr. Porter TX 77365
Abby Fisher 922 Bent Creek Ct. Richmond TX 77406
James Fisher 12703 Cherry Point Drive Dayton TX 77535
Susan Fisher 12318 Piping Rock Houston TX 77077
Robb Fishman 2618 Woodsboro Drive Spring TX 77388



Phil & Amy Fitzgerald Justice of the Peace 15435 Hwy 146 N. Liberty TX 77575
Terri  Flores 25219 Knob Pines Ct Spring TX 77389

Mr. Brian Flory 615 Texas Avenue Houston TX 77002
Devon Floyd  18110 Hollywell Drive Houston TX 77084

Ms. Georgia Flynn 14231 FM 1464, Nbr 10206 Sugar Land TX 77478
David Foor 10907 Cranbrook Rd. Houston TX 77042
Bob Foote 4132 Plum Grove Road Plum Grove TX 77327

Mr. Jason Foote 9138 Plum Grove Rd Cleveland TX 77327
Dale & Melanie Foreman P.O. Box 845 Huffman TX 77336
Michael Foreman 20741 Oakshade Drive New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Wes Foshee 21414 Hannover Pines Drive Spring TX 77388
Ms. Carolyn Foster 10667 FM 1960 Dayton TX 77535

Charles Foster 6585 East Nevada Place Denver CO 80224
Tina Foster 2401 South Johnson  Alvin TX 77511 USA

Ms. Amanda K. Fox 1177 West Loop South, #1670 Houston TX 77027
Anna Franklin 7886 FM 1960 Dayton TX 77535
Lynn Franklin 6510 Mohave Lane Richmond TX 77469

Mr. Robert Franson 6511 Brazos Lakes Drive Richmond TX 77469
Mr. Cameron Franz 5005 Riverway, #310 Houston TX 77057

Fred 4747 Research Forest Dr #180‐267  The Woodlands TX 77381
Deborah Freeze 24802 Malca Manor Katy TX 77493
Wayne   Freise 7240 Brittmoore Rd, Suite 119 Houston TX 77041

Mr. Marcus E. French 112 Dozent Lane Baytown TX 77521
Glenn Frey 47 Sycamore New Caney TX 77357
Greg Friedel 15110 Stem Green CT Cypress TX 77433

Mr. A. Fris 135 W. Village Knoll Circle The Woodlands TX 77381
Aaron Frith 23323 Kobi Park Court Spring TX 77373
Steven  Fritzer 3700 Buffalo Speedway Suite 560 Houston TX 77098

Mr. Ford Frost 1331 Lamar, #1350 Houston TX 77010
Sheri Fulton 16198 Ripple Creek Splendora TX 77572
Shelley Furrh 6222 Allentown Spring TX 77389
Jeff  Gaber 465 Spring Park Place Herndon VA 20170

Mr. Arif Gafur 19710 Emerald Leaf Drive Houston TX 77094
Jackie Gagliano 27187 Hill & Dale Avenue Splendora TX 77372
Cynthia  Galloway 23802 Enchanted Crossing Katy TX 77494

Mr. Donald Ganske P.O. Box 1535 Porter TX 77365
R. Garcia 1134 Wood Fern Sugarland TX 77479

Mr. Brett Gardner 5406 Sanford Houston TX 77096
Danielle  Gardner 10 Gougar Road Joliet IL 60432
Scott Gardner 3003 W Alabama Houston TX 77098
Antonio  Garrastazu 801 Brickell Avenue, Suite 912 Miami Fl 33131
Kelley Garrett 13412 Granada City Houston TX 77015 USA

Mr. & Mrs. Don & Betty Garrison 1119 Lisa Lane Kingwood TX 77339
Pam  Garrison 2024 Holder Rambo Huffman TX 77336
Darlene  Garrity 5706 Onia Lane Richmond  TX 77469
Eric Garza 3229 Community Circle Alvin TX 77511

Ms. Robert Garza P. O. Box 1700 Houston TX 77251



Ms. Ginger Gaskie 1421 Riley Fuzzel Spring TX 77386
Ms. Teresa Gathman 1702 Indigo  Park Drive Spring TX 77386
Ms. Dana Gaubatz 5922 Corinthian Park Drive Spring TX 77379

Rick  Gaul 26514 I45 North Spring TX 77386
Mr. & Mrs. M & D Gaus P. O. Box 686 Pearland TX 77588‐0686
Mr. Antoine E. Gelat 2035 Hickory Creek Drive Kingwood TX 77339‐3142
Mr. Rich Gentili 20403 Perryoak Drive Humble TX 77346
Ms. Diane George 18834 Mystic Point Montgomery TX 77356

Cari Gibson 135 PR 451 Dayton TX 77535
Mr. & Mrs. Ron & Julia Gibson 2410 Roman Forest Blvd New Caney TX 77357

Lynn Gigout 1839 North FM 565 Baytown TX 77520
Mr. Orlando Gil 4355 Country Trails Court Spring TX 77388

Amer Gilani 3701 Norman Loop Round Rock TX 78664
Mr. Jay Gilbert 126 Lago Circle Drive North Santa Fe TX 77517
Mr. Bobby Giles 5210 S. Sam Houston Pky East Houston TX 77048

Keith Giles 2825 Love Ct Friendswood TX 77546
Charlotte  Gilpin 22803 Acorn Valley Drive Houston TX 77389

Ms. Allison Glaesmann 9618 Gold Rush Springs Drive Tomball TX 77375
Mr. John Glaze 10105 Earlington Manor Dr Spring TX 77379 USA

Charlene Glenn 2633 Vermillion Road Seabrook TX 77586
Mr. Greg Glover 17103 Adlong School Road Crosby TX 77532

Carol Godso 21707 W. Yaupon Circle Tomball TX 77377
Ms. Heather Golden 33514 Windcrest Estates Blvd Magnolia TX 77354

Jeanie  Goldsmith 8814 Willow Spur Tomball TX 77375
Mr. Sergio Gomez 94 Hickory Ridge Drive Huffman TX 77336

Ed Gonzalez 17319 Rolling Creek Houston TX 77090
Mr. Jay R. Gooch 9118 Royal Crest Lane Richmond TX 77469

Christie Good 1801 Bering Drive #729 Houston TX 77057
Mr. Lee Goodwin 16006 Stratton Park Drive Spring TX 77379
Mr. Gene Goolsby 701 N. Post Oak, #430 Houston TX 77024

Matthew  Gordon 1220 Augusta Dr. #220 Houston TX 77057
Ms. Julie Gorling 3 Harmony Links Place The Woodlands TX 77382
Mr. Chris Gornet 6230 Barnett Ridge Sugar Land TX 77479
Mr. Adam Gould 5005 Riverway Drive, #310 Houston TX 77056
Mr. Curt Gowen 6519 Auburn Ash Court Kingwood TX 77346
Mr. Luis Gracia 220 W. James Baytown TX 77520

Clifton Graham 3311 Kathleen Boulevard Baytown TX 77520
Mr. K. Graham 2308 Fleetwood Drive Decatur AL 35601
Mr. Barry Graves P.O. Box 160 Dayton TX 77535
Ms. Julie Graves 2955 CR 605 Dayton TX 77535

Glenda Green 23598 Loop 484 Porter TX 77365
Mr.  Weldon Green 2119 Melanie Park Drive Spring TX 77388

Amy  Gregorek 7730 New Forest Lane Sugar Land 77479
Jerry Gregory 8303 Southwest Freeway, Suite 600 Houston TX 77074

Mr. Allan L. Griffin, Jr. 18910 Jodywood Dr. Humble TX 77346
Ms. Elaine Griffith 678 CR 479 Dayton TX 77535

Juan  Grovas 6203 Four River Richmond TX 77469



Courtney Grover 623 Saddlewood Houston TX 77024
Ariel Guerrero 1330 Post Oak Blvd., Suite 1400 Houston TX 77056
Santosh Guha 5519 Lacy Oak Meadow Dr Katy TX 77494
Layton Guinn 5606 Upper Lake Drive Humble TX 77346

Mr. David Gullo 15915 Laurelfield Drive Houston TX 77059
Bill Gulyassy 1919 Leatherstem Kingwood TX 77345

Mr. Allen Gunter 1400 Post Oak Blvd., #1111 Houston TX 77056
Stella Gustavson 611 Walker 6th Floor Houston TX 77002 USA

Mr. Mark Haas 20400 I‐45 North Spring TX 77373
Edward  Hall P. O. Box 33240 San Antonio TX 78265
John Hall 1828 Winfree Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Mr. John Hall 4207 Spring Palms Kingwood TX 77345
Mr. Bill Hallmark 2248 CR 613 Dayton TX 77535

Julie Cain Halstead 1505 Bowie Liberty TX 77575
Terry Haltom 95 Haltom Lane Cleveland TX 77327
Eric Halvorson 15770 Dallas Pkwy #500 Dallas TX 75428
Kellee & Glenn Hamlin P.O. Box 1018 Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Mr. Kenneth Hammer 16703 Scamper Lane Crosby TX 77532
Virginia Hammock 24895 Meadow Lane Porter TX 77365

Mr. Greg Hammonds 7171 Hwy 6 North, #100 Houston TX 77095
Jerry Hansbro 129 County Road Dayton TX 77535 USA
Todd Hanson 20910 Atascocita Point Dr.  Humble  TX 77346
B.J. Hargraves P.O. Box 207 Hankamer TX 77560

Ms. Barbara Harmon P. O. Box 1839 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Mr. Brad Harmon 704 CR 479 Dayton TX 77535

Kent Harms 1515 Bellwood Lake Drive Richmond TX 77469
Mr. Michael Harney 1431B Bellville Drive Houston TX 77038

Jerry Harper 2010 Pleasant Creek  Kingwood TX 77345
Betty Harris 1912 Kipling Liberty TX 77575
Clifford Harris 3431 Utah Beach St. Spring TX 77388

Mr. James Harris 1301 Travis, Suite 300 Houston TX 77002
Mr. John Harris 5506 Oak Cove Kingwood TX 77345

Liz Harris 1505 Word Road, 214R Baytown TX 77520
Preston Harris 281‐341‐0580 Richmona TX 77469
Robert Harris 614 Vista Del Lago Huffman TX 77336

Mr. David Harrison 1601 Elm Street Suite 300 Dallas TX 75201 USA
Mr. David Harrison 879 CR 2317 Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Walter Harrison Crosby TX 77532
Ms. Kathleen Hart 22915 Squirrel Tree Spring TX 77389
Ms. Mary G. Harvey 20430 Live Oak Road Crosby TX 77532

Reem  Hashem 19207 Indian Stone Lane Katy TX 77449
Ms. Debra Hauck 506 Starkstone Court Spring TX 77386

Herb Haught 1438 CR 602  Dayton 77535
Mr. Harold Haynes 137 Magnolia Lane Huffman TX 77336

Mona Hazur 19319 Red Anyon Lane Tomball TX 77377
Orrin  Hebert 13307 Redgare Dr Houston TX 77065
Duane  Heckmann 10497 Town & Country Way  Suite 930 Houston TX 77024



Mr. David W. Heinicke 21901 FM 762 Needville TX 77546
Ms. Amy Helm 17007 Scuttle Way Crosby TX 77532

Ervin Helwig 14415 Circlewood Way Houston TX 77062
Bernice Henderson PO Box 116 Dayton TX 77535
Dave Henderson 26111 I‐45 North #120 Spring TX 77380
Forbes  Henderson 13333 Northwest Freeway Suite 150  Houston TX 77040

Mr. Andrew Hendricks 1525 Lake Front Circle The Woodlands TX 77380
Ms. Stacie Herlong 27347 Pine Crossing Drive Spring TX 77373

Danielle Hernandez 6919 Morning Sky Katy TX 77494
Jaime Hernandez 3715 Worthington Lake Drive Richmond TX 77469 USA

Mr. Gerald Herring P.O. Box 1176 Cleveland TX 77328
Gary & Anna Herrington 13206 Windy Oaks Drive Baytown TX 77520

Mr. James Herrington 1425 Riley Fuzzel Spring TX 77386
Mr. J. F. Hickerson 3217 Wheatridge St Pearland TX 77581

Don  Hicks 22139 Spears Rd. Porter TX 77365
Mr. Craig Hilburn 4840 Dacoma Houston TX 77092

P Hilde 16107 Kensington Drive PMB 104 Sugar Land TX 77479
Mr. Henry Horace Hill 10123 Green Tree Road Houston TX 77042
Ms. Lana Hodgdon 1815 Birnam Glen Drive Sugar Land TX 77479

Willie  Hodge P.O. Box 681463 Houston TX 77268
Bryan Hoevelman 2925 Briarpark Suite 400 Houston TX 77042
Bryan  Hoevelman 2211 Norfolk St. Suite 820 Houston TX 77098

Mr. Paul K. Hoffman 6738 Laguna Trace Street Richmond TX 77469
Mr. Harold Hogue 10089 FM 1960 Dayton TX 77535

Pily Hoh 5114 Junikper Walk In Katy TX 77494
Kathie Holder 1114 Commons Waterway Huffman TX 77336

Ms. Annette Hollis 4589 Hinton Drive Plano TX 75024
Ms. Dorothy Hollis Live Oak 59 Porter TX 77365
Mr. Patrick Hollomon 4711 Burningtree Baytown TX 77521

Bob Holmes 2600 NASA Parkway Suite 201 Seabrook TX 77586
Mr. Howard Holsenbeck 8191 Southwest Freeway Suite 119 Houston TX 77074

Deborah  Holstein 16231 1st Street Splendora TX 77372‐4053
Claudia  Homa 10223 Kennewick Dr Houston TX 77064

Mr. & Mrs. Brian & Julie Hooks 101 County Road 4906 Dayton TX 77535
Ray Hooper 4750 Montecello Beaumont TX 77706

Mr. Scott Hopman 9502 Saville Court Houston TX 77083
Ms. Bernice Horn 8038 Bayview Baytown TX 77520
Mr. Bobby Horn 409 W Humble Baytown TX 77520
Ms. Jenny Horner 18601 Pine Shadows Circle Conroe TX 77302

Yucheng Hou 26206 Basil  View Ln Katy TX 77494
Mark Hourshad 21308 Terreton Springs Drive Porter TX 77365

Mr. Floyd Howard 1309 Town Circle Baytown TX 77520
Jack Howard 1719 Lomax School Road LaPorte TX 77571
W. F. Howard 1309 Town Circle Baytown TX 77520
Marty Howell 6618 Castle Dr. Houston TX 77066
Angela  Hubbard 21402 Berry Vine Tomball TX 77375

Mr. Henry H. Hubbard 830 Freeport Street Houston TX 77015



Mr. Paul Hucke 9434 Old Katy Road, #305 Houston TX 77055
Matthew Huisman 907 E. Main Street Humble TX 77338

Ms. Jennifer Hunter 8000 FM 1960 East  Humble TX 77346
Mignon Hunter 17214 Williams Oak Dr.  Cypress TX 77433
Jenny Hurley 13006 Careywood Dr. Sugar Land TX 77478
Sean Hurley 5145 Castlebrook Spring TX 77389

Mr. S. K. Hussey 10555 Richmond, #100 Houston TX 77042
Ms. Joyce Hutchins 3307 Keygate Drive Houston TX 77388

Randall Hyde 3807 Lord Rd. Crosby TX 77532
Javier Infante 10710 S Sam Houston Pkwy W., Suite 100 Houston TX 77031
Janice  Ireland PO Box 300147  Houston TX 77230

Mr. Guy Jackson PO Box 640 Anahuac TX 77514
Mr. J. Jackson 9821 Katy Fwy Ste 350 Houston TX 77024

Jody Jackson 8727 FM 1960 East Atascocita TX 77346
Mr. Todd Jackson 900 Ashwood Pkwy, #700 Atlanta GA 30338‐5377

Hunter Jaggard 5005 Riverway Suite 310 Houston TX 77056
Mr. Simmi Jaggi 2700 Post Oak Blvd. So., #400 Houston TX 77056
Mr. Leroy (Buddy) Janacek 11574 FM 686 Dayton TX 77535

Russell Janicek 3050 Post Oak Blvd., Suite 700 Houston TX 77056
Ms. Marie Janke 103A Davis Road League City TX 77573
Ms. Laci Jayne P. O. Box 444 Mont Belvieu TX 77520
Ms. Allyson Jean 21911 Willow Downs Drive Tomball TX 77375
Mr. Frank Jeanes 1520 Magnolia Lane Kingwood TX 77339
Mr. Guy L. Jeanes, Jr. Route 4, Box 157 Dayton TX 77535

Cheryl Jenkins 733 CR 6763 Dayton TX 77535
Cynthia Jenkins 23635 Thelma Lane New Caney TX 77357
Ginger Jenkins 6819 Kingwood Glen Drive Humble TX 77346
Johnnie Jennings 5049 West Bay Rd.
Johnnie "Glenn" Jennings, Jr. 5117 West Bay Road Baytown TX 77520

Ms. Paula Jerkins 27322 Afton way Huffman TX 77336
Connie Emery Jim 33 Meyer Road Huffman TX 77336
Barbara  Johnson 20375 Old Houston Rd  Porter  TX 77365
David Johnson 25262 Ravenglen Porter TX 77365

Ms. Diana Johnson 20877 Sullivan Road New Caney TX 77357
Dennis Johnston 7910 Pine Crest Humble TX 77338

Mr. Mike Johnston 6507 Knollview Drive Spring TX 77389
Donna  Jones 2200 CR 661 Dayton 775535

Mr. Douglas Jones 1066 Apache Falls Drive Katy TX 77450 USA
Mr. Paul Dewey Jones 21 Huntsman Horn Circle The Woodlands TX 77380

Randy Jones 1110 No. Post Oak Suite 335 Houston TX 77055
Ray Jones 8817 Louetta Rd Spring TX 77379
Amanda Jordan 6123 Averill Way Dallas TX 75225
San Juanita 12920 Texaco Road Houston TX 77013

Mr. Eric Jubert 2222 Thistlerock  Lane Sugar Land TX 77479
Ms. Joy Kathleen 24876 Country Estates Drive New Caney TX 77357
Mr. Jeff Kaufman P. O. Box 22777 Houston TX 77227‐2777
Mr. Edward Kazaleh 2214 45th Street Galveston TX 77550



Chuck  Kelsey 7400 Fannin  Suite 650 Houston TX 77054
Melissa Kenfield 2200 Waterview Parkway #27206 Richardson TX 75080

Ms. Margie Kennel 20827 Cook Road Houston TX 77375
Daryl Kenningham 16610 Hamilton Park Dr Cypress TX 77429

Mr. & Mrs. Bernie & Ann Kent 7903 Scenicside Lane Spring TX 77389
Clark  Kent 819 Winchester Bend Huffman TX 77336

Mr. Morse B. Kent 7903 Scenicside Lane Spring TX 77379
Phyllis & Tim Keogh P.O. Box 738 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Michael  Kerr 8328 Trace Ridge Parkway Fort Worth TX 76137

Kevin 9110 FM 1488 RD Magnolia TX 77354
Max Kidd 7 Davidson Lane  Huffman TX 77336
Rick Kight 5847 San Felipe  Houston TX 77057

Mr. Richard Kilgore 17582 F.M. 1485 New Caney TX 77375
Bob King 5138 Bayou Blvd Baytown TX 77521
Cort King 5850 San Felipe Suite 490 Houston TX 77057

Mr. Geoffrey Kinison 19626 Sweet Forest Lane Humble TX 77346
Mr. Philip Kinison 19626 Sweet Forest Lane Humble TX 77346
Mr. Mark Kirk 28210 Buena Way Spring TX 77386
Mr. Kevin Kirkpatrick 22430 Gail New Caney TX 77357

Shelly  Kirkpatrick 22430 Gail New Caney 77357
Gay Klassen 1238 Tom Sawyer Road  Dripping Springs TX 78620
Donna  Klimitchek 2491 County Road 605 Dayton TX 77535
Jarretta Kline LHSP Volunteer 25353 Blackburn Splendora TX 77372

Mr. Lawrence Koch 136 Holly Street Huffman TX 77336
Lawrence  Koch 25856 Almarie New Caney TX 77357
Rhonda Koenig P.O. Bov 520 Crosby TX 77532

Mr. Chad Kohleffel 2418 Carriage Lamp Lane Conroe TX 77384
Mr. S. Kompell 1600 Smith Houston TX 77071
Ms. Myrna Koska 2202 Cobble Creek Houston TX 77073
Ms. Sarah Koslovsky 1525 Lake Front Circle The Woodlands TX 77380
Mr. Gary Kosmas 9500 W Parmer Ln Apt 1524 Austin TX 78717

Veso Kossev 3227 Colleville Sur Mer Lane Spring TX 77388
Mr. & Mrs. Nick & Carol Kostelnik 7402 Cherry Brook Court Sugar Land TX 77479

Jim  Kovach 57 Hickory Ridge Drive Huffman TX 77336
Kady  Kovar 16210 Barklea  Cypress TX 77429
Stefanie Kowalski 55 S Hawthorne Hollow Circle Woodlands TX 77384 USA
Howard Kramer 20484 Vick Dr. New Caney TX 77357
Tina Krause 7006 Briar Meadow Drive Sugar Land TX 77479
Paul Krieger 3711 Sandy Forks Kingwood TX 77339
Gary Kuhn 527 Logwood San Antonio TX 78221

Mr. & Mrs. Byron Kull 3511 N Main Liberty TX 77575
Jay  Kuruvilla 10834 Fletcher Bridge Ln Sugar Land TX 77498
Thomas Kuykendall 2825 Wilcrest Dr. Suite 218 Houston TX 77042

Mr. Jacek Kwasniewski 6565 Hollister, #513 Houston TX 77040
Mr.  Jeffrey LaCour 2530 Parkwood Lane Sugar Land Tx 77479

Jeffrey  LaCour 7744 Belfast Street New Orleans Louisiana 70125
Mr. Paresh Lad 611 Walker Houston TX 77002



Clark Lambdin 222 Pennbright Road Suite 109 Houston TX 77090
Mr. Bruce Lambright 45 Sycamore New Caney TX 77357‐2828

John & Mary Ann Lampson 6730 FM 1960 Dayton TX 77535
Betty  Lane 7110 Trailbrook Drive  Sugar Land TX 77478
Brooke Lane 2840 Green Forest Rd Conroe TX 77303
Monte & Susan Lane 2840 Green Forest Rd Conroe TX 77303

Mr. Rocky Lane 12506 Millbanks Houston TX 77031
Tyler Langenkamp 8309 Leafy Lane Houston TX 77055

Mr. Todd Langston P. O. Box 90307 Houston TX 77290‐0307
Michael Larsen 95 Oak Trail Alvin TX 77511

Ms. Angela Larson 3824 Van Deman Dr Benbrook TX 76116
Mr. William Lathan 15731 Parksley Drive Houston TX 77059
Mr. Mike Latimer 11823 Wilcrest Houston TX 77031
Mr. Harry Lawson 1720 North Blvd Houston TX 77098

Fred Lawton 11281 Richmond Avenue Bldg. J Suite 101 Houston TX 77082
Glenn Le PO Box 19562 Houston TX 77224

Mr. Mike LeBlanc 29018 Stapleford Spring TX 77386
Frank Leder 10918 Elmdale Houston TX 77070
Alex Lee 30418 Emerson Creek Spring TX 77386
David Lee Park Volunteer 3615 Valley Haven Dr. Kingwood TX 77339

Mr. Douglas J. Lee 1505 Ward Road, Apt. B108 Baytown TX 77520
Ethan Lee 7700 Chevy Chase  Suite 500 Austin TX 78752
Michael Lee 3218 Beaver Glen Drive Kingwood TX 77339
Luke  Legate 13612 Campesina Dr. Austin TX 78727

Mr. Edward Lentz 1907 Foley Road Crosby TX 77532‐7301
Mr. Charles Lerman 13515 Layton Castle Ln Cypress TX 77429
Mr. Duane LeRoy 3715 Rocky Woods Drive Kingwood TX 77339‐2610
Mr. Michael Lesmesiter 25606 Eagle Chase Lane Spring TX 77389
Mr. Bob Lewis 3800 County Rd 94 Apt 5302 Manvel TX 77578

D Lewis 12267 Annar Dr. Cleveland TX 77327
Kenneth  Li 6918 Corporate Drive A‐5 Houston TX 77036 USA
David Lindon 10319 Highway 146 Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Ms. Barbara Lindow 15524 Jim Branch Dayton TX 77535
Bruce & Dian Lindsay 11314 N. Kingscote Crosby TX 77532
Ray Lindsey 1723 Cantigny Lane Katy TX 77450
Melanie Liska 9113 S. Hwy. 1465 Dayton TX 77535

Mr. Chris Litherland 2718 Mountain Green Tr. Kingwood TX 77345
Ms. Leslie Loesch 8023 Bayside Drive Baytown TX 77520

David Logan 6406 Cobble Manor Lane Spring TX 77379
Mr. Mike Loggins 1240 Blalock Road Suite 110 Houston TX 77055 USA

Jim Loocke 19321 Miller Wilson Road Crosby TX 77532
June T. Wright Loocke 19321 Miller Wilson Road Crosby TX 77532
James  Loome 604 Hwy. 80 West Suite P3 Clinton MS 39056

Dr. Lorenzo Lorente 22999 Highway 59, Ste. 194 Kingwood TX 77339
Mr. Billie Love 414 West Fair Harbor Houston TX 77079

Chris Love 24703 Pecan Dr New Caney TX 77357
Bettye Lowe‐Lawson P.O. Box 96195 Houston TX 77213



Ms. Wendy Lowery 2225 CR90, #105 Pearland TX 77584
Claudia  Luna 6903 Skyridge Ct Spring TX 77379

Mr. & Mrs. Gabriel & Brenda Luna 21515 Long Castle Drive Spring TX 77388
Linda  Lundy 59 County Road 3474 Cleveland TX 77327
Kiet Luong 6301 Tarna Lane Houston TX 77074

Mr. T. Trigg Lupher, RPLS 8203 Willow Place So., #540 Houston TX 77070
Mr. John Lutz 26120 Peach Creek Dr New Caney TX 77357
Mr. J. Terrence Lynch 4634 FM 1960 West Houston TX 77069

Craig Macdonald 3502 Burlington Houston TX NV
Mr. Gary Maddox 819 Helms Houston TX 77088

Robert Maddox 525 N. Sam Houston Pkwy E, Suite 412 Houston TX 77060
Tom Maddux 18310 Trails End Rd. Conroe TX 77385
Nancy Mahony 211 Lago Trace Drive Huffman TX 77336
Sherry Majors P.O. Box 58 Stowell TX 77661

Mr. Zee Makhani 13406 Greenway Drive Sugar Land TX 77478
M.G. Malechek P.O. Box 750 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Jessica  Malek 3100 W. Alabama  Houston TX 77098
Bilal  Malik 11404 NW Freeway Houston TX 77092
Lance Malmgren 3910 Waterbend Cove Spring TX 77386

Ms. Margaret Malone 16425 Hill Country Drive Conroe TX 77302
Ms. Sara Malouf 6202 Laver Love Dr. Spring TX 77379
Mr. Woody Mann, Jr. 1117 Eldridge Parkway Houston TX 77077

Brandt Mannchen 5431 Carew Houston TX 77096
Kevin  Manning 22210 Baron Cove Ln Katy TX 77450
Alex Manshoory 1616 S. Los Angeles Street Los Angeles CA 90015

Mr. David Manuel 2925 Briarpark Dr Houston TX 77042
Mac Manus P.O. Box 31005 Houston TX 77231

Mr. & Mrs. Frank & Annie Mae Marek 466 CR 6241 Dayton TX 77535
Domini Mariano 6430 FM 1960 West Suite 109 Houston TX 77069
Lawrence Marin 904 W. Montgomy #4 Willis TX 77378

Mr. Michael Mark P. O. Box 644 Liberty TX 77575
Ms. Rose T. Mark P. O. Box 644 Liberty TX 77575
Mr. Robert Markeloff 3710 Ember Spring Dr. Kingwood TX 77339

T. J. Marks 184 Lexington Houston TX 77098
Mr. Ronald L. Marr P. O. Box 572284 Houston TX 77257‐2284

Elizabeth Marshall 14100 Horseshoe Bend Conroe TX 77384
Ms. Lisa Marshall 15023 Rain Shadow Court Houston TX 77070

David Marsilia 5009 N. Travis St. Liberty TX 77575
Ed Martin PO Box 131014 Houston TX 77019

Messrs. Mark & Tom Martin PO Box 603 Porter TX 77365
Phil Martin 17350 SH 249 Suite 300 Houston TX 77064
Phillip  Martin 1021 Main St.  Suite 2200 Houston TX 77002

Ms. Quanala Martin 1410 Villa Copr. Crosby TX 77532
Mr. Zachery Martin 8306 Arrowhead Lane Houston TX 77075

Brian Martinez 17330 Heath Grove Ln. Richmond TX 77469
Mr. Javier Martinez 10205 Westheimer, #100 Houston TX 77042

Susan Martinez 14206 Village Birch St Houston TX 77062



Tony Martinez Jr. 23081 E. Community Drive New Caney TX 77357
Michael Martorell 216 Colony Lake Ln Dickinson TX 77539

Ms. Michelle Mathenia 610 West Greens Road Houston TX 77067
Mr. Gregory D. Mathis 730 N. Post Oak Road, #206 Houston TX 77024

Jessie Matlock 12009 White Oak Run Conroe TX 77385
Cotrina Matthews 19419 Cypress Harbor Katy TX 77449
Terry Maxwell 20724 Baptist Encampment Rd. New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Buddy May 2439 Wolf Huffman TX 77336
Lisa & Buddy May P.O. Box 71 Huffman TX 77336
Robert  May 15055 Henry Road Houston TX 77060

Mr. Kevin McArdle 14155 Hwy 146 Dayton TX 77535
Glen  McCabe 7600 W. Tidwell Road Suite 600 Houston TX 77040
Timothy McCain 280 E. 96th street Suite 301 Indianapolis IN 46240
Mike McClane 2935 CR 160 Alvin TX 77511

Ms. Kelly McCleskey 17171 Park Row, #160 Houston TX 77084
Mr. Thomas McCollum 11026 Stockwood Drive Houston TX 77064
Mr. Tom McCurdy 3845 FM 1960W, #318 Houston TX 77068
Mr. Breck McDaniel 24803 Corbin Gate Drive Spring TX 77389

Larry  McDaniel 8104 Williams School Rd Needville  TX 77461
Sara  McDonald 7800 Emmett F. Lowry Expressway Texas City  TX 77591
Les & Mary McDoneld P.O. Box 2077 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Sharon McElrath 19855 Southwest Fwy. #130 Sugar Land TX 77479
Robin McElveen 22915 E. Community Drive New Caney TX 77357
Donna  McGraw 8207 Colonial Oaks Lane Spring TX 77379
Richard McGucken 3414 Evergreen Glade Kingwood TX 77339
Melissa McHargue 6227 Cajun Way Baytown TX 77520‐8855 USA
Clayton McIntyre 7030 fm 2354 20H Baytown TX 77523

Mr. Lance McIntyre 2110 Plantation Drive Richmond TX 77469
Ms. E. Jeannine McKain 9912 Ocean Drive Baytown TX 77520

Wayne Mckey 229 Cr 1335 Liberty TX 77575
Pat McLaughlan 5207 Pine Street Bellaire TX 77401
Michael McLaughlin 10353 Centre Park Drive Suite 200  Houston TX 77043 USA

Mr. Christopher M. McLeod 3831 Keygate Spring TX 77388
Ashby McMullan 4931 Rose Canyon City Katy TX 77494
Alice  McMullen 95 McMullen Lane New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Malcolm McMullen 1931 Pepperwood Lane Houston TX 77084 USA
Ms Collette McMurtrey 20739 Deauville Houston TX 77388

A.B. McNair 3553 CR 602 Dayton TX 77535
Kenneth McNeil 4200 Lockfield #808 Houston TX 77092

Mr. & Mrs. Kimberly & Nathan McSpadden 285 CR 4001 Dayton TX 77535
Paul Mealer 311 PR 6056 Dayton TX 77535
Mary Ann Melancon 104 Tilton Landing Baytown TX 77520
Kim Melchor 19718 River Brook Court Humble TX 77346

Mr. Estevan Mendez 15523 Elm Leaf Pl Cypress TX 77429
Margaret  Menger 1939 W. Gray Suite 201 Houston TX 77019

Mr. Eric T. Mens 203 E. Cary Street, #200 Richmond VA 23219
Jona Meyer PO Box 356 Danbury TX 77534



Ms. Joy Meyers 2906 Demi Lane Baytown TX 77520
Mr. Allen Miller 34 Laguna Road Montgomery TX 77356

Glenn Miller P.O. Box 330594 Houston TX 77223‐0594
Mr. Ken Miller 311 Red Bud New Caney TX 77357

M.E. Miller 12514 White Oak Lane Dayton TX 77535
Ms. Nancy Miller 310 Battlebell Highlands TX 77562

Rex  Miller 615 Cypresswood Trace Spring TX 77373‐3013
Ms. Rikky Miller 2119 Blossom Creek Trail Kingwood TX 77339

Doris Millican 6915 Van Ellen Houston TX 77021
Mr. Tom Millikin 7523 Nicholforest Lane Spring TX 77389
Mr. William Minter 1609 Lyman Johnson Dr Louisville KY 40211

Al Mirzin 7106 Tssa Lakes Ct Sugarland TX 77479
Aaron  Mitchell 7120 Grand Blvd Ste 200 Houston TX 77054

Mr. Kris Mitchell 122 CR 4870 Dayton TX 77535
Mike & Tammy Mitchell 2095 CR 486 Dayton TX 77535
P. Mitchell P.O. Box 1537 Humble TX 77347
Shahin  Momin 14619 Underwood Creekway Houston TX 77062

Mr. Taz Momin 1600 W. Hwy 146 Baytown TX 77520
Ms. Julia Monso Bustio 919 Congress Avenue Suite 525 Austin TX 78726

Adriana Montalvo 17955 Needlepoint Road Baytown TX 77520
Kim Montgomery 1550 Foxlake Drive Houston TX 77084
Candice  Moore 514 Winchester Bend Huffman TX 77336

Mr. Chad Moore 11 E Sage Creek Pl Spring TX 77382
Mr. Marc Moore 25011 Sea Turtle Lane Magnolia TX 77355

James   Moran 3862 Amy Ann Lane Huffman TX 77336
Mr. Morgan 6715 Ave M Santa Fe TX 77510
Ms. Glennice Morgenson 11618 Sunnyside Dr Baytown TX 77580
Ms. Lisa Morphis 4215 Bentley Drive Pearland TX 77584

Harris Morris 510 Hardage Farm Drive Marietta GA 30064
Ms. Lee Morris 1710 Caroline Ave. Baytown TX 77520

John Morse 22149 Baptist Encampment New Caney TX 77357
Mike Moser 6310 Capital Drive Suite 130 Bradenton FL 34202
Neil  Moss 4619 Evergreen Bellaire TX 77401

Mr. Ken Mounger 547 Alabama Park Conroe TX 77302
Terry Mourer PO Box 914 Huffman TX 77336

Mr. P. Muhammad 16423 Wellers Way Houston TX 77095
Mr. Richard L. Muller, Jr. 3200 Southwest Freeway, #2600 Houston TX 77027

Alan  Munger 2929 Briarpark Drive  Suite 600 Houston TX 77042‐3703
Joseph Munguia P.O. Box 356 Sabine Pass TX 77655
Charles  Murdick 21414 Branford Hills Ln Katy TX 77450

Mr. Dax Murillo 18704 Atasca Oaks Humble TX 77346
Patrick  Murphy 503 Flaghoist Houston TX 77079
Dalana Murray 18015 Old Hwy 105E Cleveland TX 77328
Jim Murray 18015 Old Hwy 155 E. Cleveland TX 77378
Tom Myatt 27614 Oak Ranch Drive Huffman TX 77336

Ms. LeAnne Napolillo 21007 Skyhaven Court Spring TX 77379
Ms. Kathleen Nash 64 Tall Oaks Drive Huffman TX 77336



Nate Nate 2925 Briarpark Houston TX 77042
Liberty Neal 3319 Legends Mist Drive Spring TX 77386

Ms. Lin Neef 8817 Louetta Road Spring TX 77379
Max Neely P.O. Box 684 Porter TX 77365
Albert Nelson 15707 Lakeview Drive Baytown TX 77520
Alex  Nelson 6310 Main St Houston TX 77381
Charles Neumann 4631 CR 399 Alvin TX 77511

Mr. John Newton 400 Riley Fuzzel Road Spring TX 77373
Vikci Ngo 9809 Richmond Ave Apt D4 Houston TX 77042

Mr. John Nguyen P. O. Box 680123 Houston TX 77268
Vien Nguyen 14206 Torrey Village Dr. Houston TX 77014
Vien  Nguyen 18611 Glenn Haven Estates Dr Spring TX 77379
Anthony Nicholas 3310 Rogers Houston TX 77002 USA

Mr. David Nicholie 4503 Eagle Mountain Court Richmond TX 77469
Barry  Nicholson 7407 Stone Arbor Dr Sugar Land TX 77479
Jana Niemeyer 4207 Appalachian Trail  Kingwood TX 77345

Mr. Gilbert Nino 6706 Pickett Richmond TX 77469
C Noble PO Box 2327 Cypress TX 77410
R Noel 500 CR 193 Alvin TX 77511
Dennis  Noh 1802 San Sebastian lane Houston TX 77058
Beverly  Nolan 29207 Lake Commons way Huffman TX 77336

Mr. Guy Norris 10422 Heather Hill Houston TX 77086
Mr. Tom R. Northrup, AICP 9328 Westview Drive, #100 Houston TX 77055
Ms. Jerilyn Novosad 4715 Country Club View Baytown TX 77521

Carl E. Nv 1000 Indian Shores Huffman TX 77336
Solomon O 40 IH 35N #10B2 Austin TX 78701

Mr. Dana O'Hagan 13470 Miller Ln Willis TX 77318
Ms. Beverly O'Neal P. O. Box 14024 Humble TX 77347

Mark O'Neal 5542 Fawn Trail Lane Humble TX 77346
Trudilee O'Neil 11588 N. Walker Rd. Cleveland TX 77328
Anthony Obeahon 9894 Bissonnet Houston TX 77036
Diana Odstrcil 4442 Lakeshore Forest Drive Missouri City TX 77459

Mr. Clifton Oestriecher, III 4635 Southwest Freeway, #1000 Houston TX 77027
Chief Bruce Oliphant P.O.Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Frank Ong 2501 Central Parkway Suite A3 Houston TX 77092
Monica Orand 5642 Gibralter Place Richmond TX 77469
Bill Orr 127 S. Circle Drive Baytown TX 77521
Patricia Ortiz 22935 Spring Willow Dr. Tomball TX 77375

Ms. Tish Otten 13114 Chriswood Dr Cypress TX 77470
Mr. L. L. Owens 11 Doe Circle, P.O. Box 67 Huffman TX 77336

Fatai  Oyejobi P.O. Box 10079 Beaumont TX 77710
Tom Packman 15006 N Mulberry Field Circle Cypress TX 77433
Logan Palmenberg 18 Hermit Thrush Place City The Woodlands TX 77382

Mr. Prashanth Palwai 7 Ridgeline Ct The Woodlands TX 77381
Mr. Ben Panchasarp 101 Santa Clara St. Irving TX 75062
Ms. Susan Parastar 1411 Hollow Branch Lane Seabrook TX 77586
Mr. Christopher Parente P.O. Box 310672 Houston TX 77231



Mary Lou Parker P.O. Box 1936 New Caney TX 77357
Pravin Parmar 12647 Memorial Drive Houston TX 77024
Glenn Parmlee 4706 Vista Pasadena TX 77505
Stacey Parten 7904 N Sam Houston Pkwy W.  4th Floor Houston TX 77064
Jeff Partin 8818 Wheatland Houston TX NV
Cythia and Sammy Pate 55 Cr 6244 Dayton TX 77535
Roxy Pate 287 CR 2343 Dayton TX 77535

Mr. Arif Patel 14707 Regalbrook Court Houston TX 77095
Mr. Beni Patel 215 W. Greywing Circle The Woodlands TX 77382

Dipti  Patel 4140 Little York Houston TX 77093
Kevin Patel P.O. Box 1382 League City TX 77574

Mr. Muhammad Patel 14707 Regalbrook Court Houston TX 77095
Mr. Saroj Patel 1419 Ivory Crossing Ct Seabrook TX 77586

Carl Patel, Sr. 1000 Indian Shope Crosby TX 77523
Mr. Jared Patten 4403 Chestergate Spring TX 77373

Joan Patterson 1213 Milam Galveston TX 77551
Mr. Tom Patton 602 Durley Drive Houston TX 77079
Mr. Bill Paulea 9700 Richmond, #255 Houston TX 77042
Mr. Corey Pauley 6907 McCoy Manvel TX 77578

Sandi Paullus 9225 San Saba Court La Porte TX 77571
Taylor Pauls 5822 Windy Knoll Ln Rosharon TX 77583
Connie  Paulson 4630 Magnolia Cove Drive Suite 1117 Kingwood TX 77345
Laura & Frank Pavlat 19602 Sweet Forest Lane Humble TX 77346
Judy & Bobby Payne 117 Sabine Dr. Cleveland TX 77327
Sharon Pearson 2115 Spanish Forest Richmond TX 77469

Mr. Jari Pedersen 5807 Hickory Springs Drive Kingwood TX 77345
Mr. Richard Peebles 4001 Garth Road,  #107 Baytown TX 77521
Mr. Richard Pegus 2604 Cos St Liberty TX 77575
Ms. Mary Pelikan P. O. Box 1403 Crosby TX 77532

Edward Pellock 93 Stoesser Road Dayton TX 77535
Irene Pena 20045 Roadway New Caney TX 77357
Frances Pennington 21890 Carol Road New Caney TX 77357

Ms. Catherine Pernot 3015 Richmond, #250 Houston TX 77098
The Perry Family 6323 Glenhill Houston TX 77389

R. Peter 10820 Eagle Drive Baytown TX 77520
Tina  Peterman 2327 Albans Houston TX 77005
Arnold Peters 12415 River Run West Baytown TX 77520

Mr. Carl Peters 14735 Earlswood Drive Houston TX 77083
David Peterson P.O. Box 1029 Crosby TX 77532
Bo Pettit 2200 West Loop South  #420  Houston TX 77027
Linda  Phelan 22410 Water Edge Ln Katy TX 77494

Phil 122 CR 6022A Dayton TX 77535
Mr. John Phillips P. O. Box 724 West Columbia TX 77486

Bob Pickernon 13216 Bay Place Drive Baytown TX 77520
Ms. Chrissy Pierce 239 Tall Timbers New Caney TX 77357

Paul Pierce 4212 Sheri Lane Crosby TX 77532‐3902
Ms. Cathy Pineda 28502 Misty Cliff Lane Spring TX 77386



Ms. Ruth Pitchford #49 Quiet Peace Place The Woodlands TX 77381
Mr. Erik Pitoniak 1739 Aden Drive Houston TX 77003
Mr. Simon Pizzini, Jr. 17903 Sorrel Ridge Drive Spring TX 77388‐5075
Mr. Glenn Plowman P.  O. Box 649 Simonton TX 77476

Carl  Pocock 3320 Huffman Eastgate Rd  Huffman TX 77336
Virginia  Pocock 3320 Huffman Eastgate Rd  Huffman TX 77336

Mr. & Mrs. Randy & Karen Pollard 98 Birch Place New Caney TX 77357
Mike Pomykal P.O. Box 1993 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Amita Poole 1333 New Hampshire Ave. Washington DC 20036

Mr. Ed Poole 1901 Acacia Drive League City TX 77573
Ms. Charlene Poore 1135 Chestnut Ridge Humble TX 77339
Mr. Vance Porfirio 1506 Festival Houston TX 77062

Claire Porter 2107 Auburn Vale Street Katy TX 77493
Mr. Rodney Porter Owner of Royal Allianc10820 Eagle Baytown TX 77520
Mr. Cam Postle 1300 Post Oak, #1110 Houston TX 77056

Patrick Poteet P.O. Box 1287 Huffman TX 77336
Rhonda Potter 22803 Cabanna Road Spring TX 77389
Watson Potter 801 N 16th Street LaPorte TX 77079

Ms. Susan Potter‐Francis 17614 Terrawren Lane Spring TX 77379
Michael Potts 1516 E. Mapleleaf Dr. Mount Pleasant IA 52641
Melissa Pouncey 185 CR 347 South Cleveland TX 77327

Ms. Nicki Praiswater One Riverway, #2500 Houston TX 77056
Ms. Paula Price, P.E. 4100 Clinton Drive Houston TX 77020

Glenn  Pringle 2700 Woodland Park  Dr #1222 Houston TX 77082
Mr. John H. Pruitt 10303 Northwest Freeway, #522 Houston TX 77092
Mr. James Psencik 4956 County Road 602 Dayton TX 77535

Resident Puckett 715 Merrimac Ridge Lane Spring TX 77373
Orlando  Puig 8106 Pella Drive Houston TX 77036
James Purvis 19900 Crosby Eastgate Road Crosby TX 77532

Mr. Danny A. Quinlan 4295 San Felipe, #316 Houston TX 77027
Mr. R B 3226 Amerson Drive Pearland TX 77584
Mr. Joe Rabalais 5814 Cajun Way Baytown TX 77520
Mr. Henry Raborn 26348 Second Terrace Splendora TX 77372
Mr. Kevin Radabaugh 701 N. San Jacinto St. Houston TX 77002
Ms. Kathleen Radcliffe 116 Cedar Lane Seabrook TX 77586

Ethan Rafei 7810 Northwoods Dr. Sugarland TX 77479
Mark Ragdale 4209 Cattle Road Crosby TX 77532
Mariam Rahman 5615 Winsome Lane #A Houston TX 77057
Ganesh  Raju 15215 Duncan Grove Dr Cypress TX 77429
Len Raley 13214 Windy Oaks Baytown TX 77520
Lloyd Ramby 8104 FM 686 Dayton TX 77535
Richard  Ramey 19279 Amy Lane Porter TX 77365
Brooke  Ramirez 828 Robinson Road La Porte TX 77571
Joseph & Nelly Ramirez 1119 Holbech Lane Channelview TX 77530
Rosa Ramos P.O. Box 37 Fulshear TX 77441
Lindsey Ramrez 1710 Seamist Drive Houston TX 77082

Ms. Kate Rathert 6601 Cypresswood Drive Spring TX 77379



Ms. Vickie Rauch 1001 Winston Way Acworth GA 30102
Janet & Glenn Rawlinson 23185 Laura New Caney TX 77357

Mr. & Mrs. Len & Kay Rayley 13214 Windy Oaks Beach City TX 77520
Troy Refuge PO Box 20513 Houston TX 77225‐0513
Sue  Reilly PO Box 13087 MC‐150 Austin TX 78711‐3087

Ms. Susan Reineking 10235 West Little York, #100 Houston TX 77040
J  Remsing 2548 FM 1409 Dayton TX 77535
John Remy 14=5302 Atwood Lane Crosby TX 77532
Sue Renehart P.O. Box 1670 Porter TX 77365
Aliha  Renshaw 2700 Post Oak Blvd. Suite 400 Houston TX 77056

Resident P.O. Box 1207 Dayton TX 77535
Mathew  Rey 4235 Richmond Ave Houston TX 77027
John Reynolds 21306 Carleen Creek Trail Spring TX 77379
Liz Reynolds 6622 Oakland Hills Drive Houston TX 77069

Mr. Bryan Rice P. O. Box U‐1242 Mobile AL 36688
Eric  Rice 14530 Hearthstone Mdws Houston TX 77095
Nv Riceland Interests Ltd. 4715 Country Club View Baytown TX 77521
Scott Richards 1631 Calmar Drive Spring TX 77386
John  Richey 1410 W Brooklake Drive Houston TX 77077
E.R. & Tish Richter 214 Brown Road Dayton TX 77535
Darrell Rickman 126 Oakland Street Baytown TX 77520‐1137

Ms. Rhonda Rico 19343 Timberland Blvd. Porter TX 77365
Darrin Riley 13119 Old Denton Road Fort Worth TX 76277

Mr. Al Rivero 5607 Bergenfield Court Katy TX 77450
Kevin Rivers 31916 East FM 1485 New Caney TX 77357
David Robbins 117 CR 6331 Dayton TX 77535

Ms. Debbie Robello 10001 Westheimer, #2888 Houston TX 77042
Mr. Eric J. Roberson P. O. Box 66807 Houston TX 77266‐6807

Randy Roberts 2523 Old South City Richmond TX 77469
Ms. Susan Roberts 14701 St. Mary's Lane, #400 Houston TX 77079

David  Robertson 30006 Commons Woods Court Huffman TX 77336
Ms. Diane Robinson 2110 CR 486 Dayton TX 77535

James  Robinson 12126 Canyon Mills Dr. Houston TX 77095
Ms. Marian J. Robinson 3359 Tampa Houston TX 77021

Pete & Eva Roccaforte 19786 Pin Oak New Caney TX 77357
Mr. Keith Rodgers 1206 Jeanie Lane Baytown TX 77521

Jorge  Rodriguez 10325 Landsbury Suite 400 Houston TX 77099‐4299
Mr. Leslie W. Rodriguez 22968 E. Community Drive New Caney TX 77357

Theresa  Rodriguez 1200 Smith Suite 700 Houston TX 77002 USA
Ms. Marleah Rodriquez 18525 W. Lake Houston Pkwy Humble TX 77346
Mr. James Rohrig 5210 Applevale Court Kingwood TX 77345
Mr. James Rollinson 9220 Kings Drive Manvel TX 77578

Jason Romano 9810 Rollinson Park Dr. Spring TX 77379
James Rooks, Jr.  18088 Whispering Pines Dr Conroe TX 77302

Ms. Leanne Ross 21630 Julie Lane Tomball TX 77377
Mr. Terry Rowe 28210 Madelin Manor Lane  Spring TX 77386‐3089

Teresa Rowland 2002 Crystal River Drive Kingwood TX 77345



Mr. Jerry Rozelle, Trustee 5419 Wigton Drive Houston TX 77096‐4005
Jerry Rozzlle P.O. Box 359 Blackwell TX 79506

Ms. Kristen Russ 21009 Dunn New Caney TX 77357
Andrew  Russell 4100 Vista Road  #213 Houston TX 77504

Mr. Robert Russell 4370 Christina Ct Beaumont TX 77706
Al Russom Rt1 Box 2610 New Caney TX 77357

Mr. P. S. 42814 Oatyer Court Ashburn VA 20148
JoAnn Sabo 115 Ridgewood Drive Huffman TX 77336
Kim Sachtzeben 8519 Parmerct Houston TX 77064
Bertha  Saenz 132 Old Bridge Lake Drive Houston TX 77069
Robert Saenz 14106 Tealstone Falls Court Houston TX 77044

Ms. Christine Sagstetter 3015 Richmond, #270 Houston TX 77098
Ms. Rubye Sallas PO Box 106 Porter TX 77365

Eileen Sampanes 2949 Hargrave Road Huffman TX 77336
Deidrea  Samuels 7600 Washington Avenue Houston TX 77007
Deborah Sanders PO Box 9004 Bacliff TX 77518
Kanwalji  Sandhu 9306 Angela's Meadows Lane Houston TX 77095

Mr. Carl Sandin 545 Studewood Street Houston TX 77007‐2711
Mr. Richard Sanger 19821 Darlene Ln. Porter` TX 77365

John  Sansil 23812 Thelma Ln New Caney TX 77357
Amber Sarhan 13815 SW Freeway Sugar Land TX 77478
Stanley Sarman 3206 Redwood Lodge Drive Kingwood TX 77339

Mr. David Saxton, Jr. 6311 Fawnwood Drive Spring TX 77389‐3622 USA
Mr. & Ms. Schaeffer 12107 Int. 10 Baytown TX 77520

Jeff Scheick 5757 Woodway Drive Suite 101 West Houston TX 77057
Mr. Jim Scheiner 4007 Oak Gardens Drive Humble TX 77339

Travis Schiebel 21923 Blossom Grove Ln Spring TX 77379
Adam  Schiller 5950 Berkshire Lane Ste. 200 Dallas TX 75225
Deanna Schmidt 14147 Cascade Falls Drive Houston TX 77062
Keith Schmidt P.O. Box 835 New Caney TX 77357

Ms. Celessa Schnautz 6718 Corinth Drive Pasadena TX 77505
Jack Schnettler 2001 NW 107th Avenue Miami FL 33172
Joni Schultz 3702 Rui Cove Ct. Spring TX 77386
Jodie Schwab 127 Bending Brook Lane Dickinson TX 77539
Daniel Schwartz 21130 U.S. Highway 59 #K New Caney TX 77357
Ken  Schwartz P.O. Box 9575 The Woodlands TX 77387‐9575
David Schwarz III 5005 Riverrway, Suite 310 Houston TX 77056
Deloris Scott 5823 Prade Ranch Ln Richmond TX 77469
Randy Scott 14 Winter Wheat Pl The Woodlands TX 77381

Ms. Valeria Scott 1419 Jander Drive Spring TX 77386
Kitty Scribner P.O. Box 2904 Porter TX 77365
Kim Seay 1330 Post Oak Blvd. Suite 2700  Houston TX 77056

Mr. Jeff Sebastian 17315 Sunset Arbor Dr Tomball TX 77377
Mr. Mark & Rena Sebren P. O. Box 2371 Huffman TX 77336‐2371
Mr. Andy Segovia 16220 Air Center Blvd Houston TX 77032

George Shackelford 401 Market Street Tomball TX 77373
Rakesh Shah 2 Snead Amarillo TX 79124



Rocky  Shah  2 Snead Road Amarillo TX 79124
Amir Sharafkhaneh 2723 S. Len Haven Blvd. Houston TX 77025
Kabir  Shariff 4038 Monticello Drive Sugar Land TX 77479
Dannie & Gail Sharron 11818 Catalpa Houston TX 77065‐1616

Ms. Doris Shastid 2523 Whispering Springs Spring TX 77373
Tom Shaughnessy 19714 Creek Shore Drive Katy TX 77449
Jim Shaw 2333 Towe Center Blvd #300 Sugar Land TX 77478
Elle Shebay 4212 San Felipe PMB 499 Houston TX 77027
Jennifer Sheehan 5000 Saunders Rd Fort Worth TX 76119

Ms. Debby Shelton PO Box 853 Crosby TX 77532
Liyong Shen 1115 Bekonscot Drive Spring TX 77379
Daryl  Sheppeard 20240 Old Sorters Road Porter TX 77365
S Shervin 12118 Cyprus Field Houston TX 77070

Mr. Fred Shortridge 7827 Lazy Lane Spring TX 77389
Larry  Shumaker PO Box 2217 Bay City TX 77404
Mary Siarski 519 Pinewood Ridge Dr. Spring TX 77386

Ms. Susan Siemer 4230 Bayglen Court Houston TX 77068 USA
Mr. Hugh Sigers 111 So. Bayou Bend Baytown TX 77528

Mark Sikes 3901 Bellaire Boulevard Suite A Houston TX 77025
Mr. Thusitha Silva 3131 Eastside, 2nd Floor Houston TX 77098

Paul Simmons 6120 S. Dairy Ashford Rd. Houston TX 77072‐1010
Larry Simnacher P.O. Box 2217 Bay City TX 77414
Allen Sims 3120 Fannin Street Beaumont TX 77701
Kelly  Siragusa 1305 Lakes Parkway Suite 129  Lawrenceville TX 30043

Mr. Mark Sitka 446 Richmond Place Dr Richmond TX 77469
Ms. Alicja Siwek 4100 Clinton Drive Houston TX 77020

Victoria Sizemore 17603 Wild Oak Drive Houston TX 77090
Karl Skadowski 1534 Winding Canyon Drive Katy TX 77493

Mr. Steven Skeele 4100 Clinton Drive Houston TX 77020
Mr. Russell Smart 2231 Oak Sand Drive Katy TX 77450 USA
Mr. Jim Smesny 5737 CR 605 Dayton TX 77535

Joe Smesny 3418 Rambling Pines Kingwood TX 77345
Alan  Smith 9900 Northwest Freeway Houston TX 77092
Dalton Smith 20 East Greenwa Plaza, Suite 950 Houston TX 77045
Doyle Smith 8701 John Carpenter Freeway, Suite 250 Dallas TX 75247‐4640
John Smith 15787 Miller Road Conroe TX 77303

Mr. L. Smith P. O. Box 90490 Houston TX 77290
Laura  Smith 8807 W Sam Houston Parkway North Suite 200 Houston TX 77040
Merisa Smith 5403 Jimbo Lane Spring TX 77389
Mike Smith P.O. Box 1669 Porter TX 77365
Patrick  Smith 7218 Diamond Falls Ln Spring TX 77389
Stephen  Smith 22 Coventry ct Sugar Land TX 77479

Mr.  Troy Smith 4011 NASA Rd. 1, #110 Seabrook TX 77586
Mr. William Dave Smith 2810 Four Pines Dr. Kingwood TX 77345

William M. Smith P.O. Box 257 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Lana  Snapp 1036 County Road 612 Dayton TX 77535
Scott Snyder 12295 Fisher Drive Baytown TX 77520



Dianna B. Sobala P.O. Box 552 Crosby TX 77532
Ms. Julie Sossaman 4415 E. Greenwood Baytown TX 77520
Mr. Johnny Soto P. O. Box 531 Houston TX 77001

Cindy Southall 3130 Ave Q Santa Fe TX 77510
Miranda Southard 14438 Floret Estates Lane Cypress TX 77429 USA

Mr. Jeff Spann 3 Pine Creek Land Houston TX 77055
Mr. Randy Spann 26011 Fawnwood Magnolia TX 77355

David  Sparks 40 Beeson Ave Shepherd  TX
Norman Speck 7506 Morningside Drive Houston TX 77030
David Speer 4625 Country Club Vw Baytown TX 77521

Mr. Kevin Speer P. O. Box 265 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Mr. Stacey Spencer 3014 Tarpey  Ave Texas City TX 77590

Margree   Spight 12805 FM 2759 Road Richmond TX 77469
Glyn  Spratley 22618 Suzanna Lane Spring TX 77389
Douglas Spruill, P.E.  785 Green Parkway, Suite 100 Houston TX 77067

Mr. Karun Sreerama 7120 Grand Blvd., #200 Houston TX 77054
Kiran Srinivasan 6718 Imperial Leaf Lane Spring TX 77379
Lois St Pi 2779 Cr 605 Dayton TX 77535
Jimmy Standard 323 E. South Alvin TX 77511

Mr. Herman Stanford 150 Holden Road Poplarville MS 39470
Alyson Stanton 3333 Fairview Rd A375 Costa Mesa CA 92626
Gary Staudt 115 Highland Terrace Drive League City TX 77573
Alison Steele Mandadi, P.G. 1323 Chestnut Springs Lane Houston TX 77062
Alan Steinberg 6402 Canyon Pointe Lake Richmond TX 77469

Mr. Ashley Ryan Stephen 7363 George Early Road Centerville IN 47330
Mr. Brandon Stephens 3418 Kathleen Baytown TX 77520
Mr. Keith Stephens 2418 Sparrow Branch Court Sugar Land TX 77479

Sandra Stephens P.O. Box 1207 Dayton TX 77535
Jim Stephenson 13208 Peters Rd Needville TX 77461

Mr. Neal Stephenson 14132 Schroeder Road Houston TX 77070
Dale Stevens 3422 Country Club Blvd. Montgomery TX 77356
Tadd Stickler 15828 CR 185 Alvin TX 77511
Mike Stinson 1601 Palomino Kingwood TX 77393

Mr. Michael Stitch 9801 Westheimer, #302 Houston TX 77042
Ms. E.D. Stoesser 34 Little John Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Ray Stoesser 501 S. Church St. Dayton TX 77535

Rob Stone 11234 Goodnight Ln. suite 200 Dallas TX 75229
Elizabeth Story 4330 Bull Creek Rd, #4106 Austin TX 78731
Mary Stow 3642 Shore Shadows Drive Crosby TX 77532

Ms. Lois StPe 2779 CR 605 Dayton TX 77535
Tracy Strain 23311 Wolfs Crossing Ct Spring TX 77373
Mike Strech 12421 Pertshire Road Houston TX 77024
Clifton Stripling 11411 Sunnyside Drive Baytown TX 77520

Mr. Charles Stroire 11810 IH10 East Baytown TX 77520
Gary Struzick 1160Dairy Ashford Suite 500 Houston TX 77079
Ray Stuesser 501 S. Church Dayton TX 77535
Sayun  Sukduang 22926 Haven Field Ct Katy TX 77494



James Sulek 26819 Temple Park LN Cypress TX 77433
A.J. Sullivan 2635 Columbia Houston TX NV
Ann Sullivan 1082 CR 603 Dayton TX 77535
James Sumpter 163 Plum Grove Road New Caney TX 77357
Arvid & Holly Sundbeck 9100 Point Barrow Road Beach City TX 77520
Roger Suter 5314 Summerside Dr. Houston TX 77450
Ryan Sweeney 8807 W Sam Houston N Suite 200 Houston TX 77040
Andrew Sykes 11415 Bedford Houston TX 77031
Christy Tahin 22903 Precious Place Spring TX 77389
Saquana Talford 28902 Red River Loop Spring TX 77386

Mr. Robert Talton 4414 Sao Paulo Pasadena TX 77504‐2430
Brian Tao PO Box 1537 Cypress TX 77410‐1535
Marlene Tarasik 62 So. Trace Creek Drive The Woodlands TX 77381
Dutch Taylor 316 Maple New Caney TX 77357

Mr. James Taylor 6905 Cypresswood Spring TX 77379
Jeff Taylor 19870 FM 1485 West New Caney TX 77357

Ms. Teresa Taylor 5130 Methvin Lane Crosby TX 77532
Angie Telford 208 Tara Plantation Drive Richmond TX 77469
Angela Tennyson 2103 Rittenmore Missouri City TX 77489

Mr. Andrew Terhune 2024 Pine Street Philadelphia PA 19103‐6523
Dayn Terrell 606 Crestwood Seabrook TX 77586 USA

Mr. Don Teter 5013 Glenharen Baytown TX 77521
Georgia & Allen Theriot 4619 Apache Lane Crosby TX 77532

Mr. Joe Thiel 19919 Country Lake Drive Magnolia TX 77355
Ms. Bee Thienthip 6115 Skyline Drive #A Houston TX 77057
Mr. R. E. Thigpen III P. O. Box 90936 Houston TX 77290‐0936

Brian Thomas 4815 Lazy Timbers Dr. Humble TX 77346
Mr. Bob Thompson 22551 Fatheree Drive Porter TX 77365

J.M. Thompson P.O. Box 2446 New Caney TX 77357
Mr. Mark Thompson 23834 Stockdick School Road Katy TX 77493

Tommy Thompson 8450 Breen  Houston TX 77064
Cheryl Thompson‐Draper P.O. Box 2067 Cypress TX 77410
Frances Thonsgaard 2436 County Rd 605 Dayton TX 77535

Mr. Dennis Thorfeldt 2334 Old George Way Downers Grove IL 60515
Kelley Tiblier 19100 W Lake Houston Pkwy Suite 100 Humble TX 77346
Susan Tice 19806 Westbridge Lane Spring TX 77379
Julio Torres 723 Winchester Bnd Huffman TX 77336

Mr. Mike Townley 6002 Redfish Run Baytown TX 77520
Robin Townsend 6030 CR 370 Alvin TX 77511

Mr. Rodney Townsend 13720 Bryan Ave. Alvin TX 77511
Toni  Travis  26331 Long St Splendora TX 77372
William Traywick 2810 Legends Crest Drive Spring TX 77386

Ms. Stephanie Trevino 7618 Dane Hill Drive Spring TX 77389
Mr. Leslie Trinh 3535 Ashfield Houston TX 77082
Mr. Matthew Triola 1118 westbriar Ct Ne Vienna VA 22180

La‐Nell Tucker 1900 Reese Liberty TX 77575
Mr. Jerald A. Turboff 5851 San Felipe, #800 Houston TX 77057



Brigitte Turner 3803 Carters Lake Drive  Richmond TX 77406
Tim Turner P.O. Box 89003 Houston TX 77289‐0003
Walter & Helen Turner 7910 Furay Houston TX 77016
Brenda Tuttle 863 CR 460 Dayton TX 77535
Debbie Tuttle 979 Hwy.146 Dayton TX 77535

Mr. Keith L. Tyree 1201 Louisiana, #1200 Houston TX 77002‐5600
Mr. Bob Ulmer 610 W. Greens Road Houston TX 77067

Charles Unknown 19511 Creek Bend Drive Spring TX 77388
Kevin Unknown 613 Inwood Drive Baytown TX 77521

Mr. Jon Unterreiner 21974 Whitetail Crossing New Caney TX 77357
Mr. Kurt Vajgrt 18 Lamps Glow Place Spring TX 77382

Aly Valiani 13407 Park Centre Ct Houston TX 77069 USA
Chuck  Vallentine 19511 Creek Bend Drive  Spring  TX 77388

Ms. Lesly Van Dame 2902 Briarhurst, #1004 Houston TX 77057
Mr. Ray Vanderworp 23227 Kobi Park Ct Spring TX 77373
Ms. Venola VanDevertec 5003 Lakeside Dr Liberty TX 77575

Raymond  Vandver 13020 Kingoak Drive Splendora TX 77372
Marion VanNess 24191 Needham Road Porter TX 77365

Ms. Debra Varela 63 Private Road 6058 Dayton TX 77535
Roy Varghese 5107 Briarcross Ct Sugar Land TX 77479 USA
Becky Powers Vasquez 103 CR 440 Dayton TX 77535

Mr. Steve Vassallo 20 Beauvoir Place Madison MS 39110
Anissa Veal P.O. Box 60803 Houston TX 77083
Jacques & Brenda Verron 23586 Partners Way #A Porter TX 77365
Kevin Veselka 20610 Hwy 321 Cleveland TX 77327

Ms. Karen Vestal 5959 FM 2 Navasota TX 77868
Connie Vick 326‐1/2 North Main Suite 110 Conroe TX 77304

Ms. Anne Vickery 7561 FM 1960 Rd East PMB 143 Humble TX 77346
Mr. Steve Vien 4415 Warwick Drive Sugar Land TX 77479

Adriana Villarreal 2814 Hopper Road Houston TX NV
Mari Villarreal 1212 Guadalupe Austin TX 78702

Mr. James Vincent 811 Saddle Creek Farms Drive Crosby TX 77532
Jenny  Vincin 3606 Ridgeview Missouri City TX 77459

Mr. James Vogt 1118 Castolan Drive Houston TX 77038
Anthon Voigt 701 N. Post Oak Houston TX 77024 USA
Greg Voinis 800 Bering Houston TX 77057
Paul Voisinet 3218 River Valley Drive Kingwood TX 77339

Ms. Shawna K. Vordokas 7670 Woodway, #160 Houston TX 77063
George Votaw 531 FM 2797 Dayton TX 77535
Kenneth Voytek 40 Little John Ln Dayton TX 77535
Bill Wade 3332 Cr 605 Dayton TX 77535
Horace Walker 8507 Old Quarry Drive Sugar Land TX 77479
Michael Walker 17515 Dinghy Court Crosby TX 77532
Pablo Walker Paseo de la Castellana 141 5* Planta Madrid 28046 Spain

Ms. Kelley Wallace 17026 Cypress Rosehill Road Cypress TX 77429 USA
Mary & Les Waller 104 CR 4904 Dayton TX 77535
Melissa Waller 3515 N. Main St. Liberty TX 77575



Mr. Randi Wallin 6206 Gallant Forest Drive Houston TX 77088
Ms. Lisa Ward 4631 FM 1960 Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Joseph T. Waring 21711 Westheimer Richmond TX 77469

Brett  Warren 3000 Smith Street Houston TX 77006
Carey  Warren 106 N 10th Street Highlands TX 77562
Larry Warren 1314 Forest Brook Sugar Land TX 77479
James   Warrnon 4921 Avenue O Galveston TX 77551

Mr. William Washington 4819 Lake Catherine Richmond TX 77469
Jack Watts 1713 Redwood Circle Alvin TX 77511 USA

Mr. Jefferson Way 11408 Cedar Gully Beach City TX 77520‐8279
Mr. Robert Weakley 140 N. Houston Ave. Humble TX 77338
Ms. Tiersa Webb 700 Magnolia Point Huffman TX 77336‐2926

Kathy Weeks 6217 FM 2004 Hitchcock TX 77563
Blake Wehmeyer 8904 Fairbanks  Houston TX 77447
Chris Welch 303 Dock Ct. Crosby TX 77532

Mr. Michael O. Welch 510 27th Avenue North Texas City TX 77590
Mr. William Welch 21100 Riverside New Caney TX 77357

Lisa   Welter 19338 Timberland Blvd Porter TX 77365
Mr. Fred Westling 19707 Hollington Drive Tomball TX 77375
Ms. Donna Westmoreland 2314 Legends Peak Dr The Woodlands TX 77386
Mr. Roy Whitaker 11402 Cherry Point Dr. Dayton TX 77535

Kimberly White 1105 Success Lane Huffman TX 77336
Ms. Jody Whiteside 2126 CR 661 Dayton TX 77535

Niki Whiteside 5123 Carefree Drive League City TX 77573 USA
Richard  Whitmore 22214 Highland Knolls  Suite 120 Katy TX 77450
Nell Whittington 1900 Kipling Liberty TX 77575
Bryan Whitworth 11757 Katy Freeway  Suite 1530 Houston TX 77079

Ms. Pamela Wickes 972 County Road 6243 Dayton TX 77535
Ms. Patsy Wilburn 6726 Thornwall Houston TX 77092
Mr. Earl W. Wilburn, Jr. 3614 Turtle Cove Drive Pasadena TX 77505
Mr. J. Adam Wilcox 18355 Arbor Terrace Drive Spring TX 77388
Ms. Lisa Wild 5155 W Bellfort Houston TX 77035

Melissa Wilkins 9111 Sandstone Falls Lane Tomball TX 77375
Kay Willcox P.O. Box 1089 Anahuac TX 77514

Mr. Carl Williams 1511 Lake Pointe Lane Baytown TX 77520
Ms. Dovie Williams P. O. Box 96 Manvel TX 77578

Paul Williams P.O. Box 57 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Robyn Williams 26365 Long Street Splendora TX 77372
Harry Williamson 2230 Pine River Drive Kingwood TX 77339
Rosann Willrodt 17171 Park Row, Suite 230 Houston TX 77084

Mr. Joe Wilson 26 Seaton Court Sugar Land TX 77479
Prim Wilson 13709 Madrone Mountain Way Austin TX 78737

Mr. & Mrs. Randy & Joyce Wilson 4908 Harvey Road Crosby TX 77532
Ray & Judy Wilson 12514 White Oak Lane Dayton TX 77535

Ms. Sandra Wilson 401 Pecan Loop Baytown TX 77521
Mr. Jeff Wilt 8908 Ambassador Row Dallas TX 75247

Brandi  Wimberly 13333 NW Fwy, Ste 150  Houston TX 77040



Jerry Winn 1703 Crestwood Pasadena TX 77502
Mr. James Winston 7838 Hunters Peak Lane Baytown TX 77520
Ms. Pat Wisniewski 15531 Kuykendahl, #251 Houston TX 77090
Mr. J. J. Wizig 10410 Windermere Lakes Blvd. Houston TX 77055
Mr. Brian Wolfe 1200 Smith, Suite 700 Houston TX 77002
Mr. Terry Wolfe 2 Box Turtle Lane The Woodlands TX 77380

Carolyn  Wolfe  19027 Oakway Dr Spring TX 77388
Mr. Chester Wood 206 Pecan Loop Drive Baytown TX 77520

James  Wood 6535 Canyon Mist Lane Dickinson TX 77539
Ms. Joy Wood 206 Pecan Loop Drive Houston TX 77520
Mr. Anthony Woodard 291 Scarborough Dr. #902 Conroe TX 77304

Richard  Woody 6310 Craigway Rd. Spring TX 77389
Gordon Wright 20603 Hannington Lane Katy TX 77450
Inessa Wright 13218 Seaberg Road Crosby TX 77532

Mr. Zane Wright P. O. Box 210 Baytown TX 77522
Ms. Nancy Wyckoff P. O. Box 575 Altamont KS 67330‐0575
Judge Jim Yarbrough  722 Moody Galveston TX 77550

Kara  Yee 9022 Springcroft Court Tomball TX 77375
Ms. Cathie York 30720 Waller Spring Creek Waller TX 77484

Matthew Young 11541 N. Lou Al Houston TX 77024 USA
Thomas Young PO Box 1630 Rocklin CA 95747

Mr. Stephen Yu 4515 Charriton Drive Houston TX 77039
Ms. Teresa Ann Zarsky 1237 W 17th St Houston TX 77008‐3439
Mr. Jim Zarzour 2523 Esperanza Richmond TX 77469
Mr. Erich Zimmermann 651 Pennsylvania Ave., SE Washington D.C. 20009

Jim & Kay Pass Aaby FoundP.O. Box 6186 Kingwood TX 77345
Mr. Fred McCoy ABCCD 133 CR 4865 Dayton TX 77535
Ms. Patricia Matthews AECOM 5757 Woodway Houston TX 77057

Stan Sarman AECOM 5757 Woodway Houston TX 77057
Mr. Richard A. Fields Aguirre & F12999 Jess Pirtle, Suite 100 Sugar Land TX 77478
Mr. Alan B. Price Alan B. Price & Co. 21 Hickory Ridge Houston TX 77024

Alan Derby Alan Derby 1214 Stonehollow Kingwood TX 77339
Mary Evans Amegy Ban23593 Commerce Avenue Porter TX 77365
Sherry Penny Amegy Ban23593 Commerce Avenue Porter TX 77365

Mr. Michael H. Inselmann President American M10370 Richmond Ave., #750 Houston TX 77042
Anahuac ArP.O. Box R Anahuac TX 77514

Dr. Linda Kay Barnhart Superinten Anahuac In804 Mikhael Ricks Dr Anahuac TX 77514
Mr. Robert Carter Angel Broth5210 West Rd. Baytown TX 77521
Mr. Jerry King Atser 1150 Richcrest Drive Houston TX 77060
Ms. William F. "Billy" Burge Ayrshire Company 2028 Buffalo Terrace Houston TX 77019

Heath  Therrien Aztec Engin4561 E. McDowell Road Phoenix AZ 85008
Mr. David Reisinger Vice Presid Bank of America 8773 Katy Freeway Houston TX 77024

Susan Haynie Principal Barbers Hil 9696 Eagle Drive P.O. Box 1108 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Gary Rotan, Jr. Superinten Barbers Hil P.O. Box 1108 Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Dr. Tim Sonnenberg Barbers Hil P. O. Box 1108 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Ms. Virgie  Viverette Secretary Barbers Hil P.O. Box 1108 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Mr. John Koonce Barbers Hil 9600 Eagle Dr Mont Belvieu TX 77580



Ms. Connie Elston Executive DBay Area TrP.O. Box 58733 Webster TX 77598‐8733
Ms. Tracy Wheeler President ‐ Baytown Ch1300 Rollingbrook Ste 400 Baytown TX 77521

Baytown/W1300 Rollingbrook Drive, Suite 400 Baytown TX 77521
Beach City  12723 FM 2354 Baytown TX 77520

Mr. Laurence Hill Bernell Bernell ReaP. O. Box 130098 Houston TX 77219‐0098
Mr. Ed Best Broker Best Real E P. O. Box 487 Sugar Land TX 77487‐0487

Karl Willmann Betz Comp 4900 Woodway, Suite 815 Houston TX 77056
Bob Arthur BFA‐HCC P.O. Box 920652 Houston TX 77292

Ms. Martha Murphree Blueprint H3015 Richmond, #201 Houston TX 77098
Mr. Gregg Eisenberg President aBoomerang14567 North Outer Forty, 5th Floor Chesterfield MO 63005‐4475 
Hon. L.M. Sebesta Commissio Brazoria Co21017 County Road 171, Department 3 Angleton TX 77515
Hon. L.L. Stanley Commissio Brazoria Co111 East Locust Suite 102 A Angleton TX 77515

Gerald Roberts County EngBrazoria Co451 North Velasco Suite 230 Angleton TX 77515
Mr. Thomas Taroni President Brazosport 905 Magnolia Street Lake Jackson TX 77566

Matt Brannen Brown & G 10777 Westheimer Rd, Suite 400 Houston TX 77042
Mr. Al Busch Busch Hutc1107 Fleetwood Drive Baytown TX 77520
Mr. James Hutchison Busch Hutc1107 Fleetwood Drive Baytown TX 77520
Mr. Richard L. Brown Pres., DaytoCapital FarmP. O. Box 730 Dayton TX 77535‐0730
Mr. John Endendyk Associate CB Richard 2700 Post Oak Blvd., #400 Houston TX 77056

Bob Roy Center PoinP.O. Box 609 Humble TX 77345
Mr. Don Barruneau Centex Hom10370 Richmond Ave Suite 1200 Houston TX 77042‐4147
Mr. Rajul Khemsara Centex Hom10370 Richmond Ave., #1200 Houston TX 77042
Mr. Imad F. Abdullah Broker Centra Inc. 2425 Fountainview, #240 Houston TX 77057

George A. "Pudge" Willcox General MaChambers ‐P.O. Box 518 Anahuac TX 77514
Hon. David Abernathy Commissio Chambers CP.O. Box 430 Anahuac TX 77514

Donald Brandon County EngChambers CP O Drawer H Anahuac TX 77514‐1708
Judge Larry Cryer Justice CouChambers C7711 Hwy 146 Baytown TX 77520
Ms. Margie Henry Chambers CChambers CP. O. Box 519 Anahuac TX 77514‐0519
Mr. Monroe Kreuzer Chambers CChambers C201 North Court Anahuac TX 77514
Hon. Gary Nelson Commissio Chambers CP.O. Box 1948 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Honorable Rusty Senac Commissio Chambers C7711 Hwy 146 Baytown TX 77520
Honorable Jimmy Sylvia County JudChambers CP.O. Box 939 Anahuac TX 77514

Tammy Yarter Chambers CP.O. Box 939 Anahuac TX 77514
Ms. Susan Roshtow Chambers CChambers CP. O. Box 728 Anahuac TX 77514‐0728

Chambers CP.O. Box 957 Anahuac TX 77514
Mr. Ryan Holzaepfel EmergencyChambers CP.O. Box 957 Anahuac TX 77514

Chambers CP. O. Drawer H Anahuac TX 77514
Chambers CP.O. Box 1180 Anahuac TX 77512

Sidney Lewis Chambers CP.O. Box 1180 Anahuac TX 77512
Chambers CHC RT 1 Box 217 Anahuac TX 77514

A. Lynette Parsons, MLS County LibrChambers CP.O. Box 520  Anahuac TX 77514
Chambers C924 Hwy 124 Winnie TX 77665
Chambers C10616 Eagle Drive Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Chambers C201 Airport Road Anahauc TX 77514

Sarah Cerrone Chambers C201 Airport Road Anahauc TX 77514
Dede White Chambers C201 Airport Road Anahauc TX 77514
Jim Silva Director Chambers CP.O. Box PP Anahuac TX 77514



Chambers CP.O. Box H Anahuac TX 77514
Don Branson County EngChambers CP.O. Box H Anahuac TX 77514

Ms. Laura Wilson Director Chambers‐ 207 Miller St. Anahuac TX 77514
Chevron Ph9500 East Freeway Baytown TX 77521

Mr. Sam T. Schultz Exec Vice PCitizens Ba P. O. Box 150 Baytown TX 77522‐0150
Ms. Robin Holzer Chair Citizens EnvP.O. Box 27579 Houston TX 77227‐7579
Ms. Kimberly  Brooks Planning & City of BaytP. O. Box 424 Baytown TX 77522‐0424
Honorable Stephen DonCarlos Mayor City of BaytP.O. Box 424 Baytown TX 77522
Mr. Don Murray Council MeCity of BaytP. O. Box 424 Baytown TX 77522‐0424
Mr. Jose Pastrana Director of City of Bayt2401 Market Street Baytown TX 77522
Mr. Bill Pederson City EngineCity of Bayt2401 Market Street Baytown TX 77520
Hon. Terry Sain CouncilmanCity of Bayt4404 Santee Drive Baytown TX 77521
Honorable Guido Persiani  Mayor City of Beac12440 FM 2354 Beach City TX 77520

J.M. Clayton City of Beac9070 Northpoint Beach City TX 77520
Ms. Kelly McDonald Interim CityCity of Clev907 E. Houston St Cleveland TX 77327
Mr. Larry Calhoun DowntownCity of Con PO Box  3066 Conroe TX 77305
Hon. Guy Martin CouncilmanCity of Con PO Box  3066 Conroe TX 77305
Mr. Luis Nunez City PlanneCity of Con 300 West Davis Street Conroe TX 77301

David Douglas City of Dayt117 Cook Street Dayton TX 77535
Mr. David Douglas City ManagCity of Dayt117 Cook Street Dayton TX 77535

Dave Draz City of Dayt117 Cook Street Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Robert Ewart City ManagCity of Dayt111 North Church Dayton TX 77535

Brian LaBorde City of Dayt117 Cook Street Dayton TX 77535
Brian Laborde, AICP City PlanneCity of Dayt117 Cook Street Dayton TX 77535
Jenny Page City of Dayt117 Cook Street Dayton TX 77535
Felix Scarpa City of Dayt1975 NE Clayton Dayton TX 77535

Honorable Steve Stephens Mayor City of Dayt117 Cook Street Dayton TX 77535
Honorable Jerry Ham Mayor City of DaytP.O. Box 1476 Dayton TX 77535‐1476
Hon. Rusty Legg CouncilmemCity of GalvP O Box 779 Galveston TX 77553
Hon. Dianna Puccetti CouncilmemCity of GalvP O Box 779 Galveston TX 77553
Mr. Michael Worthy OperationsCity of GalvPO Box  7799 Galveston TX 77553
Hon. Wanda Adams Council MeCity of Hou901 Bagby, 1st Floor Houston TX 77002
Hon. Stephen Costello Council MeCity of Hou901 Bagby, 1st Floor Houston TX 77002
Mr. Michael Kramer Senior StaffCity of Hou611 Walker Street, 6th Floor Houston TX 77002
Hon. Sue Lovell Council MeCity of Hou900 Bagby, 1st Floor Houston TX 77002
Mr. Carlos Ortiz Senior StaffCity of Hou16930 John F. Kennedy Blvd. Houston TX 77032
Honorable Annise Parker Mayor City of HouP.O. Box 1562 Houston TX 77251
Hon. Brenda Stardig Council MeCity of Hou901 Bagby, 1st Floor Houston TX 77002

Carol Haddock Environme City of Hou611 Walker Street, 18th Floor Houston TX 77002
Mr. Joe Turner Director City of Hou2999 S. Wayside Houston TX 77023
Ms. Marlene Gafrick Director of City of Hou611 Walker Street, 6th Floor Houston TX 77002
Mr. Mark Loethen Interim DepCity of Hou611 Walker Street, 6th Floor Houston TX 77002

Daniel Krueger Director City of Hou611 Walker Street, 25th Floor Houston TX 77002
Ms. Maureen Crocker Special Ass City of Hou901 Bagby Street, 4th Floor Houston TX 77002
Honorable Keegan Johnson Mayor City of Kene3564 FM 1008 Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Modesto Mundo Assistant C City of Lake25 Oak Drive Lake Jackson TX 77566‐5289
Mr. Rich Oller Assistant C City of Leag300 West Walker Street League City TX 77573



Hon. Mick Phalen CouncilmanCity of Leag300 West Walker Street League City TX 77573
Mr. Linc Wright Traffic EngiCity of Leag300 West Walker Street League City TX 77573
Honorable Carl Pickett Mayor City of Libe1829 Sam Houston Liberty TX 77575
Ms. Valerie Marvin Project CooCity of Miss1522 Texas Parkway Missouri City TX 77489

Scott Elmer Director of City of Miss1522 Texas Parkway Missouri City TX 77489
Mr. Virgil Blasdel City of MonP.O. Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580‐1048
Honorable Nick Dixon Mayor City of MonP.O. Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580‐1048
Mr. Bryan Easum City of MonP.O. Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580‐1048

James Farrell City of MonP.O. Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580‐1048
Jimmy Hook City of MonP.O. Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580‐1048
Kori Schweinle City of MonP.O. Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580‐1048
Phyllis Sockwell City of MonP.O. Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580‐1048

Mr. Daniel T. Williams, PE Engineer City of MonP.O.Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580‐1048
Honorable Joe Landry Mayor City of Old  P.O. Box 1169 Mont Belvieu TX 77580‐1169

Sarah Benavides Assistant C City of PasaP O Box 672 Pasadena TX 77501
Hon. Darrell Morrison CouncilmanCity of Pasa416 Pickering Street Houston TX 77091
Honorable Vikki Munoz Mayor City of Patt 16940 Main Street Patton Village TX 77372

Mike Hodge Assistant C City of Pear3519 Liberty Drive Pearland TX 77581
Hon. Tom Reid Mayor City of Pear3519 Liberty Drive Pearland TX 77581
Mr. Bob Foote CouncilmemCity of Plum9138 Plum Grove Rd Cleveland TX 77327
Honorable T.W. Garrett Mayor City of PlumP.O. Box 1358 Splendora TX 77372‐1358
Honorable Floyd Jackson, Jr. Mayor City of Rom2430 Roman Forest Boulevard Roman Forest TX 77357
Honorable Dorothy Welch Mayor City of SpleP.O. Drawer 1087 Splendora TX 77372‐1087
Hon. Jacqueline "Jacquie" Chaumette Council MeCity of SugaP O Box 110 Sugar Land TX 77487‐0110

Dale Rudick Director of City of Suga2700 Town Center Blvd. North Sugar Land TX 77479
Hon. Donald Smithers Council MeCity of SugaP O Box 110 Sugar Land TX 77487‐0110

Patrick Walsh Municipal/ City of SugaP O Box 110 Sugar Land TX 77487‐0110
Mr. Donald Carroll City PlanneCity of Texa928 5th Avenue North Texas City TX 77590

Douglas Kneupper City EngineCity of Texa928 5th Avenue North Texas City TX 77590
Hon. Bob Fry Mayor City of Wes3800 University Blvd. West University Place TX 77005
Honorable Johnny Wolfe Mayor City of Woo58‐A Woodbranch New Caney TX 77357

Terry Myers Superinten Cleveland I 316 East Dallas Cleveland TX 77327
Ms. Diane Garcia Coastal CooP.O. Box 12873 Austin TX 78711

Carl Taylor Coldwell Ba19100 W. Lake Houston Parkway Humble TX 77346
Ms. Vastene Olier President aColorado VPO Box 940 Columbus TX 78934
Ms. Jennie Philbeck Asst VP Comerica B1900 West Loop S., #220 Houston TX 77027
Mr. Roger Elswick Dealer Community4701 I‐10 East Baytown TX 77521

Stephen Boyles Community22611 Community Drive New Caney TX 77357
Eric Nesloney Community22159 Kent Drive New Caney TX 77357
Jessica Wellington Congressm20202 U.S. Highway 59 Humble TX 77335
Charles Apel Conroe We24624 Highway 59 Porter TX 77365

Mr. Robert Findley Land Acqui Contract La10701 Corporate Drive, #215 Stafford TX 77477
Stephen Gbur Costello 9990 Richmond Ave, Suite 450 North Houston TX 77042
Victor   Iracheta Costello 9990 Richmond Ave., Ste. 450 North Houston TX 77042

Dr Don Hendrix Superinten Crosby Inde706 Runneburg Rd. Crosby TX 77532
Ms. Theresa Lamson Exec DirectCrosby/HufP. O.Box 452 Crosby TX 77532
Ms. Lisa Adams Crossland A9800 NW Freeway, #516 Houston TX 77092



Mr. Ken Harrison Crossland A9800 Northwest Fwy, #516 Houston TX 77092
Carol Lewis Director, CeCTTR‐Texas3100 Cleburne Houston TX 77004
Tim  Thomas Cushman W1330 Post Oak, Suite 2700 Houston TX 77056‐3054

Ms. Danee Fields Danee's Flo2607 Old Humble Road Humble TX 77396
David Marks David M. M3700 Buffalo Speedway, Suite 830 Houston TX 77098

Mr. William E. Fox Dayton Com507 Ladd St. Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Chris Potter Executive DDayton Com212 Bryan Street Dayton TX 77535

Dayton Ind 100 Cherry Creek Road Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Greg Hayman Superinten Dayton Ind 100 Cherry Creek Road Dayton TX 77535
Ms. Debbie Martin Asst. to SupDayton Ind 100 Cherry Creek Road Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Bob Parker Assistant SuDayton Ind 100 Cherry Creek Road Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Daniel G. Organ Demopulos2180 N. Loop West, Suite 305 Houston TX 77018
The Most Rev. Joseph A. Florenza Diocese of  1700 San Jacinto Houston TX 77002

Double TT  3255 CR 602 Dayton TX 77535
Terry Dunham Dunhamfie 17818 Tramsey Road Crosby TX 77532

Mr. Robert  Benedict Facilities MEagle Point12440 Eagle Pointe Dr. Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Scott Campbell Superinten East Chamb1955 State Highway 124 Winnie TX 77665
Suzanne Parnier East Mont. P.O. Box 1019 New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Frank McCrady President/CEast MontgP. O. Box 1019 New Caney TX 77357‐1019
Ms. Sandy Seelye Secretary East MontgP. O. Box 1019 New Caney TX 77357‐1019

Isidor Ybarra Vice ChairmEast MontgP. O. Box 1019 New Caney TX 77357‐1019
Johnny Curtis Electro Fre 3318 Ricewood Drive Porter TX 77365
Melanie Corley EMCID 21575 US Highway 59 N., Suite 200 New Caney TX 77357
Leonard & Elizabeth Rogers EMCID 25661 Hill & Dale Splendora TX 77372

Mr. Clark Martinson General MaEnergy Cor 14701 St Mary's Lane, Suite 290 Houston TX 77079
Enterprise  P.O. Box 4324 Houston TX 77210‐4324

John Kelley ESD #6 22347 Autumn Wood Porter TX 77365
Exxonmobi 2800 Decker Drive Baytown TX 77520

David Lino Faith Famil 23915 Highway 59 North Kingwood TX 77339
Ms. Amy Patton Faith Famil P.O. Box 1798 New Caney TX 77357
Mr. Charles Iupe President Fidinam Ca 11811 North Freeway, #300 Houston TX 77060‐3238

Walter McKeller First Bank &8030 E. Club Point Drive Humble TX 77346
Allen Camp Five Starr S22782 East Oakley Drive New Caney TX 77357
J.G. Starr Five Starr S22782 East Oakley Drive New Caney TX 77357
Marian Burrows Forest Cove1501 Sweet Gum Lane Kingwood TX 77339
Max Pirner Forest Cove1501 Sweet Gum Lane Kingwood TX 77339

Hon. James Patterson Commissio Fort Bend C12919 Dairy Ashford, Suite 200 Sugar Land TX 77478
Ms. Paulette Shelton Director of Fort Bend C12550 Emily Court, Suite 400 Sugar Land TX 77478

Ronald Drachenberg Assistant C Fort Bend C1124 Blume Road Rosenberg TX 77471
D. Hegemier County EngFort Bend C1124 Blume Road Rosenberg TX 77471
Fred Wetz Fred Wetz  21551 W. Martin Drive Porter TX 77365

Friendswoo1100 S. Friendswood Drive Friendswood TX 77546
Mr. James Shanks Friendswoo15302 Coastal Oak Court Houston TX 77059‐0640
Ms. Liz Dantone Friendswoo810 Kingwood Dr. Kingwood TX 77339
Hon. Kenneth Clark Commissio Galveston C174 Calder, Suite 112 League City TX 77573
Mr. Rod Shaut EngineeringGalveston C722 Moody Avenue Galveston TX 77550

Mike Fitzgerald County EngGalveston C722 Moody Avenue Galveston TX 77550



Mr. James A. Garrity Garrity Rea5402 Mount Royal Circle Houston TX 77069
Mr. D. Gates Gateway Re8524 Hwy 6 North #152 Houston TX 77095

Peter Polk GC Enginee4201 Broadway Pearland TX 77581‐4117
Feed Thompson GC Enginee4201 Broadway Pearland TX 77581‐4117
Chandi Rodrigo GC Enginee2505 Park Avenue Pearland TX 77581
Mahendra  Rodrigo GC Enginee2505 Park Avenue Pearland TX 77581

Mr. John W. Babcock Vice Presid GE Comme515 W Greens Rd, Suite 750 Houston TX 77067
Ravi Yanamandala Geotest En 5600 Bintliff Drive City   Houston TX 77036

Mr. Lee Girard Girard Inte 817 N 3rd St Bellaire TX 77401
Suzanne Bloch Volunteer Girl Scouts 2919 Redwood Lodge Dr. Kingwood TX 77339

Glen Eden  7021 E. Earll Drive, Suite 114 Scottsdale AX 85271
Dr. Barbara Sultis Superinten Goose CreeP. O. Box 30 Baytown TX 77522
Mr. Bobby Horn Manager/EGrafikPress5906 Star Lane Houston TX 77057
Mr. David Gornet Executive DGrand Park4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222 Houston TX 77027
Mr. Ron Hammonds Grason Com7171 Hwy 6 North, #100 Houston TX 77095

Greater Cle210 Peach Ave. Ste. B Cleveland TX 77327
Ms. Tracey Waters CEO Greater Cle210 Peach Ave. Ste. B Cleveland TX 77327
Ms. Diane Schenke President Greater East End Management District P.O. Box 230099 Houston TX 77223
Mr. Perri D'Armond Vice Presid Greater ForOne Fluor Daniel Drive Sugar Land TX 77478
Mr. Jeff Moseley President &Greater Ho1200 Smith, Ste. 700 Houston TX 77002
Mr. Marcus Greenspan Greenspan 9301 HW 59 South, #250 Houston TX 77074

Jeff Brown Growth For800 Rockmead Kingwood TX 77339
Mike Myers Gulf Coast  4311 Woodbridge Kingwood TX 77339

Ms. Maureen Crocker Interim ExeGulf Coast  6922 Old Katy Road, Suite 303 Houston TX 77024
Mr. Mark Ellis Chairman Gulf Coast  6922 Old Katy Road, Suite 303 Houston TX 77024

Kristen  Hennings Gunda Corp7322 Southwest Freeway Suite 1802 Houston TX 77074
Mr. David E. Kayle Director of H.E.Butt Gr4625 Windfern Rd Houston TX 77041

Tom Traut Halff Assoc 4834 Woodstream Village Drive Kingwood TX 77345
Linda Lake Hampton H21681 Forest Colony Drive Porter TX 77365

Mr. Art Storey Executive DHarris Co P 1001 Preston, 7th Floor Houston TX 77002
Mr. Peter Key Director Harris Co T 7701 Wilshire Place Drive Houston TX 77040
Hon. Ed Emmett County JudHarris Coun1001 Preston, Suite 911 Houston TX 77002
Honorable Jerry Eversole Commissio Harris Coun1001 Preston, Suite 924 Houston TX 77002
Honorable Jack Morman Commissio Harris Coun1001 Preston, Suite 950 Houston TX 77002
Mr. Richard Zientek Director Tr Harris Coun1001 Preston, Suite 911 Houston TX 77002
Mr. Terence O'Rourke Harris Coun1019 Congress 15th Floor Houston TX 77002
Mr. Ken Fickes Transit ServHarris Coun8410 Lantern Point Houston TX 77054

Andrew Mao Manager, THarris Coun1310 Prairie Street, 3rd Floor Houston TX 77002
Mr. Mike Talbott Director Harris Coun9900 Northwest Frwy Houston TX 77092

Pamela Rocchi Harris Coun22540 Aldine Westfield Spring TX 77373
Charles Dean Planning MHarris Coun1001 Preston, 7th Floor Houston TX 77002

Mr. Jackie Freeman Deputy ExeHarris Coun1001 Preston, 5th Floor Houston TX 77002
Mr. Arthur Storey Executive DHarris Coun1001 Preston, 5th Floor Houston TX 77002
Ms. Cathy McCoy Administra Harris Coun10808 Huffmeister Road Houston TX 77065‐3106

John Tyler Assistant DHarris Coun7701 Wilshire Place Drive Houston TX 77040
Mr. Eddie George HDR, Inc. 12708 Appaloosa Chase Austin TX 78732
Mr. Scott Shipp HF Cypress 16660 North Dallas Parkway, Suite 2900 Dallas TX 75248



Ryan  Burkhardt HF Houston16380 Addison Rd Addison TX 75001
Ms. Wendy Block Planner Hicks & Com1504 W. 5th Street Austin TX 78703
Mr. Jim Robertson AICP Senior PlanHicks & Com1504 W. 5th Street Austin TX 78703
Mr. Tom Van Zandt Project Ma Hicks & Com1504 W. 5th Street Austin TX 78703

Phillippe Cras Homewood23320 Highway 59 Kingwood TX 77239
Mr. Bill Zrioka Project Ma Houston Ai 16930 JFK Boulevard Houston TX 77032
Ms. Winnie Burkett SanctuariesHouston Au440 Wilchester Blvd Houston TX 77079

W King Jr Houston Au440 Wilchester Blvd Houston TX 77079
Mr. Art Aamoth Houston Bu8031 Airport Blvd, #118 Houston TX 77061

John & Anne Olden Houston Ca922 W. 15 1/2 Street Houston TX 77008
Mr. Robert Eury Executive DHouston Do909 Fannin, Suite 1650 Houston TX 77010
Mr. Gerald Critchfield General MaHouston RaP. O. Box 1345 Baytown TX 77522
Ms. Margie Latham Houston SieP.O. Box 3021 Houston TX 77253‐3021
Mr. David Crossley President Houston To3015 Richmond, Suite 201 Houston TX 77098

Jeffrey Weatherford Deputy DireHouston Tr6922 Old Katy Road 3rd Floor Houston TX 77024
Jack Whaley Director Houston Tr6922 Old Katy Road 3rd Floor Houston TX 77024

Mr. Steve Howard Chief OperaHouston‐G 3555 Timmons Lane, Suite 120 Houston TX 77027
Mr. Jack Steele Executive DHouston‐G 3555 Timmons Lane, Suite 120 Houston TX 77027
Mr. Jeff Taebel Director of Houston‐G 3555 Timmons Lane, Suite 120 Houston TX 77027
Mr. Vernon Chambers Houston/H 8000 North Stadium Drive Houston TX 78877
Mr. Steven Myers Superinten Huffman InP.O. Box 2390  Huffman TX 77336
Dr. Karleen Noake  Deputy SupHuffman InP.O. Box 2390  Huffman TX 77336

Humble IndP.O. Box 2000 Humble TX 77347‐2000
Dr. Guy Sconzo Superinten Humble IndP.O. Box 2000 Humble TX 77347‐2000
Ms. Ashley Brock Interfin 1400 Post Oak Blvd., #1200 Houston TX 77063
Mr. Jack L. Hughey, MAI Jack L. Hue 2825 Wilcrest, #553 Houston TX 77042
Ms. Lori Klein Quinn Jackson/Kle10330A Lake Drive Houston TX 77090
Ms. Tricia M. Jeffries Jeffries, Mc5005 Riverway, #310 Houston TX 77056
Mr. Jon N. Strange President JNS Consult17171 Park Row, Suite 160 Houston TX 77084
Mr. Randall Jones Jones Realt2028 Buffalo Terrace Houston TX 77019

Juanita Har211 Broadway Winnie TX 77665 USA
Ken Fountain Katy Courie515A S. Fry Road PMB 409 Katy TX 77450

Mr. Steven J. Gee KBR 4100 Clinton Dr. 03‐1102J Houston TX 77020
Jeremy Williams Keller Willia20665 W. Lake Houston Parkway Kingwood TX 77346

Mr. Rick Harsch SVP/Dist MKey Bank R 3050 Post Oak Blvd., #500 Houston TX 77056
Rose Austin Kingwood C20000 Kingwood Drive Kingwood TX 77339
Janis Fowler Kingwood C20000 Kingwood Drive Kingwood TX 77339
Nadine Jenkins Kingwood C25565 Ramrock Drive Porter TX 77365

Ms. Betty Matthewson Events CooKingwood C20000 Kingwood Drive Kingwood TX 77339
Fred Frey Kingwood C2610 Chestnut Ridge Dr Kingwood TX 77339
Marilyn Gerry Kingwood M22999 U.S. Highway 59N Kingwood TX 77339
Mary Nolan Kingwood M22999 U.S. Highway 59N Kingwood TX 77339

Ms. Dee Price Kingwood SP.O. Box 6299 Kingwood TX 77575
Ray Anderson Kingwood S2819 Golden Leaf Kingwood TX 77339

Mr. Brad Brown Klotz Assoc1160 Dairy Ashford, #500 Houston TX 77079
Billy Cooke Executive VKlotz Assoc1160 Dairy Ashford, Suite 500 Houston TX 77079

Mr. Robert Huitt Koch Perfo 701 Brazos, Suite 490 Austin TX 78701



Ms. Carolyn Lilley KW Realty 23396 FM 1485 New Caney TX 77357
Mr. Charlie Dromgoole President Lake Houst P. O. Box 3337 Humble TX 77347‐3337

Cezar Gonzalez Lake Houst 2420 West Lake Houston Parkway Kingwood TX 77339
Mr. Dennis Magurn Lakewood  223 Sparkling Water Dr Huffman TX 77336
Mr. Ben Koshkin Land Devel 14831 Walbrook Drive  Sugar Land TX 77478
Mr. K. Wayne Landin Landin Inte1300 Rollinbrook, #500 Baytown TX 77521

League of W2650 Fountainview #328 Houston TX 77057‐7619
Ms. Dana Candle‐Byal Lee College4344 FM 565 Baytown TX 77520
Hon Norman Brown Commissio Liberty CouPO Box 88 Dayton TX 77535
Honorable Todd Fontenot Commissio Liberty Cou1923 Sam Houston Liberty TX 77575
Honorable Melvin Hunt Commissio Liberty Cou119 South Fenner Cleveland TX 77327
Hon. Craig McNair County Jud Liberty Cou1923 Sam Houston, Suite 201 Liberty TX 77575
Honorable Charlotte Warner Commissio Liberty Cou588 CR 2010 Hardin TX 77561

Leroy Hanel CoordinatoLiberty Cou2103 Cos Street Liberty TX 77575
Debbie Scott Deputy CooLiberty Cou2103 Cos Street Liberty TX 77575
Barbara Burwick Liberty Cou2103 COS Liberty TX 77575
Mary Campbell Liberty DayP.O. Box 1270 Liberty TX 77575
Christie Edwards Liberty Day608 N Cleveland Dayton TX 77535
Patty Shafer Superinten Liberty Inde1600 Grand Avenue Liberty TX 77575
Jim Lindeneau Lindeneau  20538 Atascocita Shores Humble TX 77346

Mr. Jack Taylor, MAI President Links & Lan974 Campbell Road, #204 Houston TX 77024
Paul Lippke, PE President Lippke Cart7322 Southwest Freeway, Suite 1717 Houston TX 77074

Mr. Greg Parrent, P.E. Lockwood, 2925 Briarpark Drive Houston TX 77042 USA
Mike Harris Long Term 3422 Tree Lane Kingwood TX 77339

Mr. Li‐Shen Kline President LS& & Asso11411 Harwin Dr., #15 Houston TX 77072
Doris Golemon MCFB 14921 Highway 105E CutNShoot TX 77306

Ms. Corinne Cooper Metro Nati 820 Gessner, Suite 1800 Houston TX 77024
Mr. James R. Jard Metro Nati 820 Gessner, Suite 1800 Houston TX 77024
Mr. Jeng Liang VP, Real Es MetroBank9600 Bellaire Blvd., #252 Houston TX 77036
Mr. Larry Badon Transit PlanMetropolit PO Box 61429 Houston TX 77208‐1429
Mr. George Greanias President &Metropolit PO Box 61429 Houston TX 77208‐1429
Ms. Connie Roebuck Metropolit PO Box 61429 Houston TX 77208‐1429
Mr. John Sedlak Executive VMetropolit PO Box 61429 Houston TX 77208‐1429
Ms. Kimberly Slaughter Associate VMetropolit PO Box 61429 Houston TX 77208‐1429

Terry McDaniel Midtown E 5225 Katy Frwy, Suite 400 Houston TX 77007
Ms. Heather Chappell Midtown In4723 Ingersoll Houston TX 77027

Lorrie Young Mission No22098 Loop 494 New Caney TX 77357
Honorable Cecil Parker, Jr. City CounciMont Belvi P.O. Box 6 Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Lydia Schneider City CounciMont Belvi P.O. Box 1048 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Hon. Craig Doyal Commissio MontgomeP O Box 369 Magnolia TX 77353‐0369
Mr. Jay McCall County EngMontgome501 N. Thompson, Suite 103 Conroe TX 77301

Mark Mooney County EngMontgome501 North Thompson, Suite 103 Conroe TX 77301
Honorable Ed Rinehart Commissio MontgomeP.O. Box 84 New Caney TX 77357
Honorable Alan Sadler County JudMontgome501 North Thompson Conroe TX 77301
Mr. Windell Daniel Montgome109 Commercial Circle Conroe TX 77304

Jeff Johnson Transporta Montgome501 N. Thompson, Suite 103 Conroe TX 77301
John Bracken Montgome105 W. Lewis Conroe TX 77301



Mr. Lance Gilliam Moody Ram3003 West Alabama Houston TX 77098
Virginia Beeson NAI Housto1900 West Loop South, Suite 500 Houston TX 77027
Anna Wagenschutz New Busine23356 Honey Bee Lane New Caney TX 77357
Andy Dill New Caney21575 Hwy 59N New Caney TX 77337
Thomas Hosla New CaneyP.O. Box 112 New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Rick Cowan Superinten New Caney21580 Loop 494 New Caney TX 77357
Ms. Jeanne King Maintenan New Caney21580 Loop 494 New Caney TX 77357
Ms. Charlotte Montgomery Associate PNew Caney21580 Loop 494 New Caney TX 77357

Cindee Raynolds New Caney21580 Loop 494 New Caney TX 77357
Jim Grant New Caney21580 Loop 494 New Caney TX 77357
Jon Kramer New Caney21580 Loop 494 New Caney TX 77357
Billy Goss General MaNew CaneyP.O. Box 1799 New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Blake Tartt New Regio 3270 Sul Ross Houston TX 77098
Mr. Jeffrey B. Lokey Vice Pres, BNewQuest 8807 W Sam Houston Pkwy N #200 Houston TX 77040

Joanie Murdoch NHMCCD 5000 Research  Drive  The Woodlands TX 77381‐4399
Ms. Charlotte M. Meyer, Esq. Vice Presid North Ame2200 Post Oak Blvd., #100 Houston TX 77056
Mr. Ed Shackelford, P.E. General MaNorth Harr 3648 FM 1960 West, Suite 110 Houston TX 77068
Dr. Nellie Thorogood Vice Chanc North Harr 250 N. Sam Houston Pkwy. E. Houston TX 77060
Dr. John Pickelman Chancellor North Harr 250 N. Sam Houston Pky East Houston TX 77060
Ms. Paula Lenz Executive DNorth Hous16825 Northchase Drive, Suite 160 Houston TX 77060
Mr. Tom Broad Northeast M18951 Memorial North Humble TX 77338
Mr. Haskell Boring Northfield  21717 Inverness Forest,  #1501 Houston TX 77073
Mr. Gary Pochyla President Old South PP.O. Box 522 Richmond TX 77406

PAL Realty,10203 Birchridge Drive, Suite 180 Humble TX 77338
Mr. Brent Lapsley Paradigm C2501 Central Parkway, Suite A3 Houston TX 77092

Christen Escobar Parsons 3555  Timmons Lane, Suite 1100 Houston TX 77027
Mr. Andy Mullins Parsons Bri16285 Park Ten Place, Suite 400 Houston TX 77084
Ms. Tracey Rudder Parsons Bri16285 Park Ten Place, Suite 400 Houston TX 77084
Mr. Frank H. Olshefski, P.E. Sr Project MPate Engine13333 Northwest Freeway, #300 Houston TX 77040

Tom Couling PBS&J 1250 Wood Branch Park Drive Suite 300 Houston TX 77079
T.W. Lowe PBS&J 1250 Wood Branch Park Drive Suite 300 Houston TX 77079

Mr. Jerry Ramos PBS&J 1250 Wood Branch Park Drive Suite 300 Houston TX 77079
Douglas Spruill PBS&J 1250 Wood Branch Park Drive Suite 300 Houston TX 77079
David Henderson Piney Woo 16258 Stoltje Dr. Conroe TX 77306

Ms. Dina Salazar Broker PlatinumOn2423 S. Sheperd #B Houston TX 77019
Mr. A.J. Reixach Executive DPort of Free200 West Second Street, 3rd Floor Freeport TX 77541
Mr. Mike Wilson Director of Port of Free200 West Second Street, 3rd Floor Freeport TX 77541
Ms. Diane Falcioni Manager o Port of GalvP O Box 328 Galveston TX 77553
Mr. Alec Dreyer CEO Port of Hou111 East Loop North Houston TX 77029‐4327

James Jackson Director of Port of HouPO Box 2562 Houston TX 77252‐2562
Mr. Steve Phelps Commissio Port of HouPO Box 2562 Houston TX 77252‐2562

Brenda Trevino Port of HouPO Box 2562 Houston TX 77252‐2562
Jody Binnion Porter Fire 19786 Pin Oak New Caney TX 77357
Jerry Lovelady Porter SUD22162 Water Well Road Porter TX 77365
Trey Lipsitz Property Co11000 Brittmore Park Drive, #100 Houston TX 77041
Todd Hall Prudential  18525 W. Lake Houston Parkway Humble TX 77346

Mr. J. Rice Public ManP.O. Box 1827 Cleveland TX 77328



Mr. Robert C. "Bob" Brown III R.C. Brown 210 N. Keswick Ct Sugar Land TX 77478
Mr. Carl Goolsby R.G. Miller 12121 Wickchester Lane, #200 Houston TX 77079
Mr. N. Miller Rand McNa17731 Cowan Irvine CA 92614
Mr. Ron Dagley Vice Presid Raymond R610 West Greens Road Houston TX 77067

Bob Rehak Rehak Crea3939 Glade Valley Drive Kingwood TX 77339
Ms. Claire Sinclair ReMax of B3406 N. Main Baytown TX 77521
Ms. Maria Fee President REMI Prope2425 Fountain View Dr Ste 290 Houston TX 77057

Richard/Be4715 Country Club Baytown TX 77521
Ms. Kathleen Miller RichardsonP.O. Box 1722 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Mr. Ronnie Richardson RichardsonP.O. Box 176 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Ms. Marianne Barber Ridgways 1300 Texas Avenue Houston TX 77002

Sue Rinehart Rinehart TrP.O. Box 1670 Porter TX 77365
Michael   Carroll, J.D. President &Riverway P 6115 Skyline Drive, Suite A Houston TX 77057
John  Santasiero President Riverway P 6115 Skyline Drive, Suite A Houston TX 77057
Davina Warwick Rocking Ho915 Apollo New Caney TX 77357

Mr. Roger L. Galatas Roger Gala P. O. Box 131598 The Woodlands TX 77393‐1598
Mary McFarland Roman For P.O. Box 899 New Caney TX 77357

Ms. Deborah Bracken RS&H 11011 Richmond Ave., #700 Houston TX 77052
Jim Etherton RS&H 7600 Chevy Chase Drive, Bldg. 2, Ste. 300 Austin TX 78752

Mr. Clive Runnells Runnells Enterprises P. O. Box 22738 Houston TX 77227‐2738
Mr. Mohammad I. Khan, P.E. S&B Infrastructure, Ltd. 3535 Sage Road Houston TX 77056‐7011
Mr. Rod Seidle President/CSan Jacinto Methodist Hospital 4401 Garth Road Baytown TX 77521
Mr. Reed Eichelberger General MaSan JacintoP.O. Box 329 Conroe TX 77305
Ms. Ingrid Andersson Sierra Club, Environmental Law Prgm. 85 Second St., 2nd Floor San Francisco CA 94105
Ms. Evelyn Merz Houston GrSierra Club P.O. Box 3021 Houston TX 77253‐3021

Mark Muhich Galveston GSierra Club P.O. Box 3021 Houston TX 77253‐3021
Page Williams Coastal IssuSierra Club 4229 W. Alabama St. Houston TX 77027‐4901
Mary Hartt Signs of Dis10180 Crockett Martin Rd. Conroe TX 77306
Chris Holland Silverado S 22955 Eastex Freeway Kingwood TX 77339

South Mon1400 Woodloch Forest Drive, Suite 300 The Woodlands TX 77380
Rev. Glen Mead Splendora AP.O. Box 1090 Splendora TX 77372
Mr. Leon Cubillas Superinten Splendora  23419 FM 2090 Splendora TX 77372

Jerry Walters Sprint 312 Higgins Street Humble TX 77338
Mr. John Tobin Stan Creech Properties 1800 St. James Place, #510 Houston TX 77056
Mr. James Sterling Sterling Rea1211 N. Main Liberty TX 77575
Mr. Stan Baugh Comm  Titl Stewart Title 4700 W. Sam Houston Pky N., #100 Houston TX 77041
Mr. John Chiang Senior ViceSUEBA USA Corporation 1800 West Loop So.,  #1323 Houston TX 77027
Mr. Pete Sullivan President Sullivan's A22502 Loop 494 Kingwood TX 77339

Sue  Caldwell Summit Tim604 Hwy 80 West Suite P3 Clinton MS 39056
Mr. Wayne  McKittrick, P.P.L.S. Houston OfSurvcon Inc5757 Woodway Dr Ste 100W Houston TX 77057

Merrie Talley‐Pope Talley‐PopeP.O. Box 211 Conroe TX 77464
Mr. David Lindow Targa Reso 10319 Hwy 146 Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Richard Cook Tarkington 2770 FM 163 Cleveland TX 77327
John  Kirchner Tarkington 2770 FM 163 Cleveland TX 77327

Mr. Rexie Fernando Terracon 11555 Clay Road, #100 Houston TX 77043
Joe & Lilian Mannina TETRA 11730 Echo Spring Houston TX 77065
Michael Alford Deputy Dis Texas DepaPO Box 1386 Houston TX 77251‐1386



Delvin Dennis District EngTexas DepaPO Box 1386 Houston TX 77251‐1386
Mr. James Koch Director of Texas DepaPO Box 1386 Houston TX 77251‐1386

Phillip Lujan Director of Texas Depa8350 Eastex Freeway Beaumont TX 77708
Randy Redmond District EngTexas Depa8350 Eastex Freeway Beaumont TX 77708
Steven Stafford Advanced PTexas Depa8350 Eastex Freeway Beaumont TX 77708
Rakesh Tripathi Director, AdTexas Depa7600 Washington Avenue Houston TX 77007

Mr. Bob Lindsay Texas GeneP. O. Box 5048 Katy TX 77491‐5048
Mr. Jim Davis Texas Hom 10126 Palm Drive  Baytown TX 77520
Honorable Brandon Creighton RepresentaTexas Hous326 1/2 Main Street, Suite 110 Conroe TX 77301
Honorable Brandon Creighton RepresentaTexas HousP.O. Box 2910 Austin TX 78768‐2910
Honorable Craig Eiland RepresentaTexas Hous2211 The Strand, Suite 201 Galveston TX 77550
Honorable Craig Eiland RepresentaTexas HousP.O. Box 2910 Austin TX 78768‐2910
Honorable Dan Huberty RepresentaTexas Hous4501 Magnolia Cove, Suite 201 Kingwood TX 77345
Honorable Dan Huberty RepresentaTexas HousP.O. Box 2910 Austin TX 78768‐2910
Honorable John Otto RepresentaTexas HousP.O. Box 2910 Austin TX 78768‐2910
Honorable John Otto RepresentaTexas HousP.O. Box 985 Dayton TX 77535
Honorable Wayne Smith RepresentaTexas Hous909 Decker Drive, Suite 104 Baytown TX 77520
Honorable Wayne Smith RepresentaTexas HousP.O. Box 2910 Austin TX 78768‐2910
Mr. David T. Sarkozi President Texas Ornithological Society P.O. Box 30 Baytown TX 77522 USA

Texas Petro4604 West Baker Road Baytown TX 77520
Honorable Joan Huffman Senator, Di Texas State6217 Edloe Houston TX 77005
Honorable Joan Huffman Senator, Di Texas StateP.O. Box 12068 Austin TX 78711‐2068
Honorable John Whitmire Senator, Di Texas State803 Yale Street Houston TX 77007
Honorable John Whitmire Senator, Di Texas StateP.O. Box 12068 Austin TX 78711‐2068
Honorable Tommy Williams Senator, Di Texas StateP.O. Box 8069 The Woodlands TX 77387‐8069
Mr.  Michael M. Butler Textranjero650 West Bough, #150 Houston TX 77024
Mr. Rick Beverlin Vice Presid The Goodm3200 Travis, Suite 200 Houston TX 77006
Ms. Karen Cornelius Assoc. Dire The NatureP. O. Box 3864 Houston TX 77253‐3864
Mr. Robert J. Potts Director, CoThe Nature Conservancy of Texas P. O. Box 1440 San Antonio TX 78295‐1440

John  Talhelm  The StaubaOne Riverway Suite 2500 Houston TX 77056
Mr. Robert Heineman Vice Presid The Woodl 24 Waterway Avenue, Suite 1100 The Woodlands TX 77380
Mr. Nick Summit V. PresidenTime Warner Telecom 7060 Empire Central Houston TX 77040

Bobby Beamer TMTC 3310 Long Shadows Spring TX 77380
Mr. Cory Driskill Associate Trammell Crow Company 3050 Post Oak Blvd., #700 Houston TX 77056
Mr. Edward M. Emmett President TranSystem2211 Norfolk Street, #820 Houston TX 77098
Ms. Katharine Lord Exec DirectTrees for Houston P. O. Box 13096 Houston TX 77219‐3096

Robert Bamford Trendmake16285 Park Ten Place, Suite 300 Houston TX 77084
Debbie Wolfe Troop 344 13533 Luthe Rd Houston TX 77039
Brent Baldwin TSC Engine 3300 S. Gessner, Suite 100 Houston TX 77063

Mr. Dolan Dunn Branch ChieU.S. Army Corps of Engineers P.O. Box 1229 Galveston TX 77554
Honorable Ted Poe RepresentaU.S. House 1801 Kingwood Drive, Suite 240 Kingwood TX 77339
Honorable Ted Poe RepresentaU.S. House Room 430 Cannon HOB Washington DC 20515
Honorable Kevin Brady RepresentaU.S. House 200 River Pointe Drive, Suite 304 Conroe TX 77304
Honorable Kevin Brady RepresentaU.S. House Room 301 Cannon HOB Washington DC 20515
Honorable Ron Paul RepresentaU.S. House 122 West Way, Suite 301 Lake Jackson TX 77566
Honorable Ron Paul RepresentaU.S. House Room 203 Cannon HOB Washington DC 20515
Honorable John Cornyn Senator U.S. Senate5300 Memorial Drive, Suite 980 Houston TX 77007



Honorable John Cornyn Senator U.S. SenateRoom 517 Hart Senate Office Bldg Washington DC 20510‐4305
Honorable Kay Bailey Hutchison Senator U.S. Senate1919 Smith, Suite 800 Houston TX 77002
Honorable Kay Bailey Hutchison Senator U.S. SenateRoom 284 Russell Senate Office Bldg Washington DC 20510‐4304
Mr. Mitchell S. Gold UBS 1285 Avenue of the Americas, 15th Floor New York NY 10019
Mr. Joseph Adams Union Pacif808 Travis, Suite 620 Houston TX 77002
Mr. Satish C. Malhotra Union Pacif24125 Aldine Westfield Rd Spring TX 77373

Univision 5100 Southwest Fwy Houston TX 77056
Ms. Vesta Rea‐Gaubert President Vesta Rea &P. O. Box 73643 Houston TX 77273‐3643
Mr. Don Griffin Vinson & E 1001 Fannin, Suite 2500 Houston TX 77002

Wayne Christian Wal‐Mart 23994 Briar Circle Porter TX 77365
Jeff Randall Wal‐Mart 18902 Aquatic Drive Humble TX 77346

Mr. John Isom Director Waller Cou P O Box 888 Waller TX 77484
Orval Rhoads County EngWaller Cou 775 Business 290 East Hempstead TX 77445

Mr. Yancy Scott Assistant C Waller Cou 775 Business 290 East Hempstead TX 77445
Mr. Edwin Friedrichs Walter P. M1301 McKinney, Suite 1100  Houston TX 77010

Lowell Little Wells FargoP.O. Box 959 New Caney TX 77357
West ChamP. O. Box 750 Mont Belvieu TX 77580

Mr. Roger Hord Executive DWest Houst820 Gessner,  #190 Houston TX 77031
Whataburg28315 Tomball P arkway North Tomball TX 77375

Oran Hamilton Principal Woodrow W309 Hwy 146 Dayton TX 77535
Mr. Dennis Leonard Zoning BoaP.O. Box 386 Mont Belvieu TX 77580



Media Mailing List
Mr/Ms First Name Last Name Position Company Address Line 1 Address Line 2 City State Zip
Mr.  Wes Swift Editor‐ Katy Sun, Sugar Land Sun 1960 Sun 3730 FM 1960 West, Suite 108 Houston TX 77068
Ms. Dana Hayes General Manager/Managing Editor Anahuac Progress P.O. Box 100 Anahuac TX 77514

Bobby Horn Editor Barbers Hill‐Dayton Press Box 2351 Mont Belvieu TX 77580
Dave Matthews Editor Baytown Sun 1301 Memorial Drive Baytown TX 77521
Vanesa Brashier Editor Cleveland Advocate Box 1628 Cleveland TX 77328

Mr. Andy  DuBois Editor Conroe Courier 100 Avenue A Conroe TX 77305
Mr. German Arango Editor‐in‐Chief El Dia 6120 Tarnef Suite 100 Houston TX 77074
Ms. Carol Dobbs Mont Co/Humble/Kingwood/Atascocita Houston Chronicle P.O. Box 4260 Houston TX 77210
Ms. Linda Gilchriest News Ed Humble/Kingwood, East/SE Houston Chronicle P.O. Box 4260 Houston TX 77210
Mr. Chris Moran Houston Chronicle P.O. Box 4260 Houston TX 77210
Mr. Roy Kent Editor Humble/Kingwood/Atascocita Observer 907 (B) E. Main St. Humble TX 77338

Bill Bishop Managing Editor KHOU, Channel 11 1945 Allen Parkway Houston TX 77019
Mr. Kyannn Lewis News Director KIAH, Channel 39 7700 Westpark Houston TX 77063
Mr. Tenesa Randall News Director KNWS, Channel 51 9896 Bissonnet,Suite 402 Houston TX 77063
Mr. Barbara Magana Assignments Manager KPRC, Channel 2 P.O. Box 2222 Houston TX 77252
Ms.. Kathy Williams News Director KRIV, Channel 26 P.O. Box 22810 Houston TX 77227
Mr Ruffo Lozano Director La Subasta Box 740800 Houston TX 77274‐0800
Ms. Aurora Losada Editor La Voz de Houston 801 Texas Avenue Houston TX 77002

David Taylor Editor Lake Houston Sentinel 102 Shaver Street Pasadena TX 77506
Ms. Edith Smith Editor Liberty Gazette Box 1908 314 Main Street Liberty TX 77575
Ms. Paula Lenz Executive Director North Houston Association Newsletter 16825 Northchase Drive, Suite 160 Houston Tx 77060

Julio Esparza Editor/Publisher Que Onda! Magazine P.O BOX 692150 Houston TX 77269‐2150
Mr Jesus Del Toro Managing Editor Rumbo de Houston 9950 Westpark Suite 118 Houston TX 77063
Mr Benjamin Frieventh Editor Semana 6601 Tarnef Drive, Suite 200 Houston TX 77074
Mr. Gilbert Hoffman Editor Star Courier P.O. Box 405  Highlands TX 77562
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Texas Foreclosures and Public Notices
Notice of Availability and Public Hearing Draft Environmental Impact Statement Grand Parkway (SH 99), Segments H and I-1 The
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) published a Notice of Availability in the Federal Register on June 24, 2011, announcing the
availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), dated March 2011, for Segments H and I-1 of the Grand Parkway
(State Highway 99), from US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E). The DEIS addresses potential environmental impacts of the construction and operation
of Segments H and I-1 of the Grand Parkway. The FHWA, in association with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), will hold one Public Hearing over two nights to solicit comments relating to environmental issues
presented in the DEIS. Identical information will be presented both nights; it will not be necessary to attend both nights. The Public
Hearing will be held at 7:00 p.m. on the following days: Tuesday, August 9, 2011, Barbers Hill High School, 9600 Eagle Drive, Mont
Belvieu, Texas 77580; Thursday, August 11, 2011, New Caney 6th Grade Campus, 22784 US Highway 59, Porter, Texas 77365. The
locations are handicapped accessible. Informational displays and individuals knowledgeable about the document will be available from
6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m., with the Public Hearing starting promptly at 7:00 p.m. Attendees are encouraged to view the displays and ask
questions before the Public Hearing. The hearing will include a brief presentation discussing an overview of the document and its
findings. The purpose of the Public Hearing is to receive input and comments on relevant issues that should be addressed in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement. The hearing will provide an opportunity to make oral and written comments. Both written and oral
comments will be considered equally. If comments are submitted in writing, it is not necessary to repeat comments orally. Those wishing
to make an oral comment will be asked to submit a speaker registration card at the registration table. Oral comments will be limited to
three (3) minutes so that every speaker who wishes to speak has an opportunity to speak. Unused time may not be yielded to another
speaker, each speaker must face the court reporter for transcript accuracy, and each speaker will be asked not to repeat comments
made by previous speakers. Speakers will be asked to limit comments to issues relevant to the Segments H and I-1 DEIS. Responses
will not be made at the Public Hearing. All interested persons are invited to comment upon the DEIS. The document is on file and
available for review at the following locations: (1) Grand Parkway Association 4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027; (2)
Texas Department of Transportation, 7600 Washington Avenue, Houston, TX 77007; (3) Houston Public Library (Texas Room) 500
McKinney Street, Houston, TX 77002; (4) Montgomery County Library, R.B. Tullis Branch, 21569 US Highway 59, New Caney, TX
77357; (5) Crosby Library, 135 Hare Road, Crosby, TX 77532; (6) Crosby Library, 135 Hare Road, Crosby, TX 77532; and (7) West
Chambers County Library, 10616 Eagle Drive, Baytown, TX 77520. The document can also be downloaded from www.grandpky.com .
All interested persons are invited to attend this hearing to express their views and voice their comments. Persons interested in attending
the hearing who have special communication or physical accommodation needs are encouraged to contact the District Public Information
Officer at (713) 802-5072 at least two days prior to the hearing. Because the Public Hearing will be conducted in English, any requests
for language interpreters or other special communication needs should also be made at least two days prior to the Public Hearing.
TxDOT will make every reasonable effort to accommodate these needs. The TxDOT office is open Monday through Friday from 8:00
a.m. to 5:00 p.m. excluding State of Texas holidays. Written comments may be submitted to the GPA, Attention: Segments H and I-1
Comments, 4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027 or to TxDOT Houston District, Attention: Director of Project
Development, P.O. Box 1386, Houston, TX 77251-1386. Comments will also be accepted by email to segmentsHandI1comm
ents@grandpky.com. The comment period closes on September 21, 2011.
Location: | Publication date: 07/10/11
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      Rhythm and groove    

Cattle Baron’s Ball returns to
county, exceeds expectations

How to protect yourself, jewelry
from theft

 East Texas  

Gulf Coast

Corpus Christi police motor
toward safety

    Chill could bring relief from
mosquitoes    

  Rangers tie Series

 Gulf Coast 

Hill Country

Study links BPA with girls’
behavior problems

U.S. expected to shift military
approach in future conflicts

Private ambulance company to
pitch plan

 Hill Country 

North Texas

Gunman in Fort Worth fires at
teens, kills girl

Storms knock out power to
thousands in DFW

Some say Irving ordinance
aimed at preventing bars also
keeps out restaurants

 North Texas 

Houston On-Site
Shredding
Secure on-site paper
shredding. Routine
and one-time service.
www.southernshred.com

Air Duct Cleaning
Houston
Keep clean air in your
home, and reduce
your allergies/asthma.
www.americancomfortexpe…

Houston
Landscaping
SWP Landscaping -
Award Winning
Houston Landscaper
Since 1987!
www.swplandscaping.com

Houston Dental
Implants
Experts and
experience in Dental
Implants. Call Us
Today!
www.pineypointoms.com

Charter Buses In
Houston
Safe & Comfortable
Shuttle Service. Well
Trained Staff. Contact
Us Now!
www.grandcharterservice.c…

Sign Up Today Bartending School Houston Texas School of Bartenders www.texasbartendingschools.com

How to Stop Snoring? Leading Provider of Snoring Relief; Watch us on The Doctors TV Show! www.SnoringCenter.com

Houston Court Reporters Certified Realtime Reporters in Houston and nationwide www.alliedadvancedreporting.com
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http://www.google.com/url?ct=abg&q=https://www.google.com/adsense/support/bin/request.py%3Fcontact%3Dabg_afc%26url%3Dhttp://www.txheadlines.com/index.php/public_notices/article/Notice-of-Availability-and-Public-Hearing-Draft-Environmental-Impact-Statem/%252520class%253Dnotice_title/%26hl%3Den%26client%3Dca-pub-0390673370269748%26adU%3Dwww.texasbartendingschools.com%26adT%3DSign%2BUp%2BToday%26adU%3Dwww.SnoringCenter.com%26adT%3DHow%2Bto%2BStop%2BSnoring%253F%26adU%3Dwww.alliedadvancedreporting.com%26adT%3DHouston%2BCourt%2BReporters%26gl%3DUS&usg=AFQjCNGxatzFdQUHPpOH6vL4nebesNMtHw
http://www.brownmackie.edu/privacy-policy.aspx
http://www.brownmackie.edu/
http://googleads.g.doubleclick.net/aclk?sa=L&ai=BNjjytbalTobGO43C2gXJ3Zld0e2EgwKx_MvSG8CNtwGwhJ0CEAEYASDz_fMbKAI4AFDEhKfQ_f____8BYMmW94zkpKwTsgETd3d3LnR4aGVhZGxpbmVzLmNvbboBCTcyOHg5MF9hc8gBAdoBngFodHRwOi8vd3d3LnR4aGVhZGxpbmVzLmNvbS9pbmRleC5waHAvcHVibGljX25vdGljZXMvYXJ0aWNsZS9Ob3RpY2Utb2YtQXZhaWxhYmlsaXR5LWFuZC1QdWJsaWMtSGVhcmluZy1EcmFmdC1FbnZpcm9ubWVudGFsLUltcGFjdC1TdGF0ZW0vJTIwY2xhc3M9bm90aWNlX3RpdGxlL-ABA6gDAcgDFugDkQXoA5sF6AMM6APVKfUDAAAAxA&num=1&sig=AOD64_0zdIuFlNPHuIzRl4lhsOovB7f-2w&client=ca-pub-0390673370269748&adurl=http://www.drlomonaco.com/houston-smart-liposuction.shtml
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Public Hearing 
SH 99: US 59 North to IH 10 East 
(Grand Parkway Segments H and I‐1) 
August 9, 2011 – Barbers Hill High School 
August 11, 2011 – New Caney 6th Grade Campus 

 
 

Agenda

Welcome to the Public Hearing for State Highway 99 
(SH 99) from US 59 North to IH 10 East, also known 
as the Grand Parkway Segments H and I‐1. The 
purpose of this hearing is to solicit comments on the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for 
Segments H and I‐1, dated March 2011.  

Tonight’s Schedule 

6‐7 p.m. Open House 
• Review maps, boards and DEIS document. 

Individuals knowledgeable of the DEIS are 
available to answer questions. 

• Visit the right‐of‐way table. Individuals will 
explain the process and provide pamphlets. 

7 p.m. Public Hearing 
 
How to Comment 

• Make private comments to the court reporter in 
the Open House area. 

• Write comments on the form in your packet and 
place in the comments box. 

• Postmark written comments to the address 
provided on the comment form by September 
21, 2011. 

• Email comments by September 21, 2011 to: 
segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com  

• Sign up to speak at the registration table. These 
guidelines will be used: 
− Speakers will be called in order cards are 

received. 
− Comments are limited to 3 minutes; unused 

time may not be yielded to another speaker. 
− Comments should be relevant to the 

Segments H and I‐1 DEIS. 

Bienvenidos a la Audiencia Pública para la carretera SH 99 

desde la carretera US 59 Norte hasta la carretera IH 10 

Este, también conocido como los segmentos H y I‐1 de la 

Autopista Grand Parkway. El propósito de esta audiencia 

es para solicitar sus comentarios acerca de la Declaración 

Preliminar de Impactos Ambientales (DEIS) para los 

Segmentos H y I‐1, fechada Marzo del 2011. 
 
Programa de Esta Noche 

6‐7 p.m. Sesión abierta al publico (open house)  

• Revisar los mapas, tablones y el documento de la 

DEIS. Los individuales con conocimiento de la DEIS 

estarán disponibles para contestar preguntas. 

• Visitar la mesa de derecho de vía. Representantes de 

TxDOT proveyeran folletos. 

7 p.m. Audiencia Pública 

Cómo realizar un comentario público 

• Realizar comentarios privados al reportero certificado 

por la corte en la área de la sesión abierta. 

• Escribir comentarios en el formulario de su paquete y 

depositarlos en la caja de comentarios. 

• Por correo al dirección en el formulario matasellado 

antes del día 21 de septiembre del 2011. 

• Enviar comentarios por correo electrónico antes del 

día 21 de septiembre del 2011 a: 

segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com  

• Registrarse en la mesa de registro para hablar.  Se 

usaran estas pautas: 

− Se llamaran los oradores en el orden en cual se 

recibieron las tarjetas. 

− Se limitan los comentarios a 3 minutos; no se 

puede dar el tiempo no utilizado a otro orador. 

− Las comentarios deben ser sobre el DEIS de los 

Segmentos H y I‐1. 



Public Hearing 
SH 99: US 59 North to IH 10 East 
(Grand Parkway Segments H and I‐1) 
August 9, 2011 – Barbers Hill High School 
August 11, 2011 – New Caney 6th Grade Campus 

 
 

Study Area/Área de Estudio 

Harris, Montgomery, Liberty and Chambers Counties 
Limits:  US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E) 
Right‐of‐Way Width: Proposed 400 feet  
Proposed Typical Section: Four‐Lane Divided Tollway 
Type of Facility: Tollway 

Los condados de Harris, Montgomery, Liberty y Chambers  

Limites: desde US 59 (Norte) hasta IH 10 (Este) 

Paso del Derecho de vía: 400 pies propuestos 

Sección Típica Propuesta: Carretera de Peaje de Cuatro 

Carriles Divididas 

Clase de Instalación: Carretera de Peaje 
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Public Hearing 
SH 99: US 59 North to IH 10 East 
(Grand Parkway Segments H and I‐1) 
August 9, 2011 – Barbers Hill High School 
August 11, 2011 – New Caney 6th Grade Campus 

Comments/Comentarios

Please provide your comments regarding the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the 
proposed Grand Parkway (State Highway 99), 
Segments H and I‐1 from US 59 North to IH 10 East. 
Deposit the form in the comments box at the 
hearing or mail by September 21, 2011 to the 
address provided. 
 
You may also email comments to:  
segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com 

Favor de proveer sus comentarios sobre la Declaración 
Preliminar de Impacto Ambiental (DEIS) para la Autopista 
Grand Parkway (SH 99), Segmentos H y I‐1 desde US 59 
(Norte) hasta IH 10 (Este).  Deposite el formulario en la 
caja de comentarios en la audiencia o envíelo por correo 
antes del día 21 de septiembre del 2011 a la dirección 
puesta. 
 
Usted también puede enviar comentarios al correo 
electrónico en: 
segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Night attended/Noche que asistio: 
  August 9/9 de agosto    August 11/11 de agosto 

Name/Nombre ______________________________________________________________________________  

Address/Dirección  ___________________________________________________________________________  

  __________________________________________________________________________________________ 



 

Grand Parkway Association 
Segments H and I‐1 Comments 
4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222 
Houston, TX 77027 

 ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Fold Here ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐  

Place 
Stamp 
Here 
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In Professional Association with:  

Wilbur Smith Associates 

Cobb Fendley & Associates 

The Lentz Group  

RODS Surveying 

Smith | Robertson  

 

Welcome to  

SH 99 : US 59(N) to IH 10(E)  

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  
 

Public Hearing 
 

August 9, 2011 

August 11, 2011  

Team  



Study Area: 

Harris, Montgomery, Liberty 

and Chambers Counties  

Limits:   

US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E)    

        

Length:  
37 Miles 

(Build Alternative #10) 

 

Right-of-Way Width:  

Proposed 400 feet   

 

Proposed Typical Section: 
Four Lane Divided Tollway 

 

Type of Facility:  

Tollway  

Grand Parkway Recommended Alternative 



Environmental Evaluation of 

Reasonable Alternatives 

 



Project Need  
• Discontinuous System Linkage – Lack of facilities 

to support the existing and planned transportation 

system  

• Decreased Mobility – Transportation demands 

exceed the current and future capacity of 

transportation facilities in the study area 

• Compromised Safety – High crash rates on existing 

facilities in the study area and existing 

infrastructure impedes emergency evacuation 

• Lack of Infrastructure to Support Population 

Growth – The forecasted growth in the study area 

demonstrates the need for expanded transportation 

infrastructure to support it  



Project Purpose  
• Provide System Linkage – The proposed facility 

would support the existing and planned 

transportation system  
• Improve Mobility –  The proposed facility would 

alleviate transportation demand, reduce congestion 

and provide more options to traveling public  
• Enhance Safety – The proposed project would 

reduce stop-and-go conditions, lower crash rates, 

and provide alternative evacuation routes to relieve 

congestion during evacuation and peak travel times 

• Provide Infrastructure to Support Population 

Growth – The proposed project would 

accommodate the forecasted growth in the study 

area 



Project Goals and Objectives  

• Provide connectivity to local / regional network 

• Reduce local and regional congestion to improve 

mobility 

• Provide a facility to safely move goods and people   

• Improve hurricane and emergency evacuation 

• Provide infrastructure to support population growth 

• Minimize impacts on communities 

• Minimize environmental impacts 
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INCORPORATE PUBLIC 
AND AGENCY INPUT ON: 

  

•  Study Area  
•  Constraints  
•  Need and Purpose  
•  Goals and Objectives 
•  Coordination Plan   
•  Other Concerns/Issues  

DEVELOP AND SCREEN UNIVERSE & 
PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES AND IDENTIFY 

RECOMMENDED REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES  

•  Identify Universe of Alternatives  
•  Develop Technical Methodology for Screening    
   Universe and Preliminary Alternatives 
•  Identify Preliminary Alternatives  
•  Conduct Screening of Preliminary Alternatives  
•  Identify Recommended Reasonable Alternatives  
•  Solicit and Incorporate Public and Agency Input  

 
Scoping 

meeting # 1 
1st  Quarter  

2006 

PERFORM DATA 
COLLECTION   

  
• Obtain Data  
• Identify Study Area  
• Identify Constraints  
• Prepare  Need and Purpose  
• Prepare Goals and   
  Objectives 
• Prepare Coordination Plan   
• Create a mailing list   

 
Scoping 

meeting # 2 
2nd  Quarter  

2007 

INCORPORATE PUBLIC AND 
AGENCY INPUT  ON: 

•  Universe of Alternatives,   
   Preliminary Alternatives and  
   Recommended Reasonable    
   Alternatives  
•  Screening  and Evaluation Process  
•  Need and Purpose  
•  Coordination Plan  
•  Other Issues / Concerns  

EVALUATE REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES, 
PREPARE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT (DEIS) AND RECOMMEND  AN 

ALTERNATIVE 

• Develop Technical Methodology for Evaluating  
   and Screening Reasonable Alternatives   
• Evaluate Reasonable Alternatives   
• Prepare DEIS  
• Select a Recommended Alternative  
• Present DEIS and Recommended Alternative to  
  Public and Agencies for Input 

 
PUBLIC 

HEARING 
AUGUST  

2011 

INCORPORATE  PUBLIC AND 
AGENCY INPUT  ON:   

•  Recommended Alternative 
•  Draft Environmental Impact  
   Statement (DEIS)  
•  Other Issues / Concerns  

PREPARE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL  
IMPACT STATEMENT (FEIS)  

• Incorporate Public and Agency Input on    
  Recommended Alternative 
• Incorporate Public and Agency Input On     
  Final Environmental Impact Statement    
  (FEIS)  
• Submit for Final Approval 

Request Environmental 
 Approval (ROD)  
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How to Get Involved 

•Attend Public Involvement Events 

•Inform others  

•Discuss with elected officials 

•Visit Website at www.grandpky.com 

•Submit Comment Forms  

•Contact Us  
 
 

http://www.grandpky.com/


Website:  

www.grandpky.com  

 

Mail: 

The Grand Parkway Association  

Attn: Segments H and I-1 Comments 

4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222 

Houston,  Texas 77027 
 

or   

 

TxDOT Houston District 

Attn: Director of Project Development 

P.O. Box 1386 

Houston, Texas 77251-1386 

 

Email:  

segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com 
 

How to Contact Us  



 
We welcome your comments.  

 

In order to include your comments in the 

public record of the  

Final Environmental Impact Statement, 

comments must be submitted or 

postmarked by  

September 21, 2011 

 

Thank you for attending.    



NEED:   Maps (James) 

    ROW Pamphlet (Lance)   
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Welcome to  

SH 99 : US 59(N) to IH 10(E)  

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  
 

Public Hearing 
 

August 9, 2011 

August 11, 2011  



Welcome to  

SH 99 : US 59(N) to IH 10(E)  

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  
 

Public Hearing 
 

August 9, 2011 

August 11, 2011  



Elected Officials 
 

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Introductions 



Federal Register:  June 24, 2011 

Texas Register:  July 1, 2011 

 

Houston Chronicle:  June 24, July 10, and July 31, 2011 

Baytown Sun: July 13 and 31, 2011 

La Subasta (Spanish):  

 North Central – July 12 and August 2 , 2011 

 North East – July 14 and August 4, 2011 

Liberty Vindicator : July 14 and 28, 2011 

Your Houston News: 

 Cluster 3: Kingwood Observer, Atascocita Observer, Humble 

Observer, East Montgomery County Observer- July 13 and 

August 2, 2011 

 Cluster 4: Atascocita Observer, Dayton News, Lake Houston 

Observer - July 14 and August 4, 2011 

 
 

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Legal Notices 



 Registration and Exhibit Viewing 

 Public Hearing Presentation 

 Public Comment Session 

 Adjourn Public Hearing 

 

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Public Hearing Format 



Verbal Comments 

  - Complete a speaker card to speak during     

              the Public Hearing  

  - Give comments privately to court reporter  

              in the open house area 

  

Written Comments 

  - Submit/Postmark by September 21, 2011 

  - Email by September 21, 2011 to: 

       segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com 

 

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Public Hearing Comments 



Study Area: 

Harris, Montgomery, Liberty 

and Chambers Counties  

Limits:   

US 59 (North) to IH 10 (East)    

        

Length:  

37 Miles (Build Alt. 10) 

 

Right-of-Way Width:  

Proposed 400 feet   

 

Proposed Typical Section: 
Four Lane Tollway 

 

Type of Facility:  
Tollway 

Grand Parkway Preliminary Study Area 
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• Discontinuous System Linkage 

• Decreased Mobility 

• Compromised Safety 

• Lack of Infrastructure to Support 

Population Growth 

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Need for the Project 



• Provide System Linkage 

• Improve Mobility 

• Enhance Safety 

• Provide Infrastructure to Support 

Population Growth 

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Purpose of the Project 



• Provide connectivity to local / regional network 

• Reduce local and regional congestion to improve 

mobility 

• Provide a facility to safely move goods and people   

• Improve hurricane and emergency evacuation 

• Provide infrastructure to support population growth 

• Minimize impacts on communities 

• Minimize environmental impacts 

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Project Goals and Objectives 
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
 

– Need and Purpose  

– Alternatives 

– Anticipated impacts 

– Coordination 

 

   

The Grand Parkway Association ▪ 4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222 ▪ Houston, Texas 77027  

Website: www.grandpky.com  

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Environmental Studies 







Air Quality  

Noise Analysis 

Land Use 

Soils and Farmlands 

Environmental Justice  

Community Cohesion 

Social and Economic 

Pedestrian and Bicycle  

Hydrology and Drainage 

– Water Resources 

– Floodplains 

Wetlands & Waters of the U.S. 

 

 

Wildlife  

Vegetation 

Archeological Sites  

Non- Archeological Historic 

Resources 

Hazardous Materials  

Indirect and Cumulative Effects 

 
 

 

 

 

 
  

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Environmental Considerations 
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Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Environmental Considerations 



Air Quality  

Noise Analysis 

Land Use 

Soils and Farmlands 

Environmental Justice  

Community Cohesion 

Social and Economic 

Pedestrian and Bicycle  

Hydrology and Drainage 

– Water Resources 

– Floodplains 

Wetlands & Waters of the U.S. 
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Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Environmental Considerations 
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Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Environmental Considerations 



Air Quality  

Noise Analysis 

Land Use 
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Environmental Justice  

Community Cohesion 
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Hydrology and Drainage 

– Water Resources 

– Floodplains 
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Wildlife  
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Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  

Environmental Considerations 



Air Quality  

Noise Analysis 

Land Use 

Soils and Farmlands 

Environmental Justice  

Community Cohesion 

Social and Economic 

Pedestrian and Bicycle  

Hydrology and Drainage 

– Water Resources 

– Floodplains 

Wetlands & Waters of the U.S. 

Wildlife  

Vegetation 

Archeological Sites  

Non- Archeological 

Historic Resources 

Hazardous Materials  

 

Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1  
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Indirect and Cumulative Effects 
 

Indirect impacts are those impacts to resources 

that may occur from projects or development 

induced, or influenced by, the project.  

 

Cumulative impacts are the summation of past, 

present, and reasonably foreseeable impacts to 

resources. 
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– Cities of: Baytown, Dayton, Houston, Mont Belvieu, Roman 

Forest, Splendora, & Woodbranch  

– Texas General Land Office 

– Harris, Montgomery, Liberty, and Chambers Counties 

– Houston-Galveston Area Council 

– Independent School Districts: Dayton, Goose Creek, 

Barbers Hill, and Tarkington  

– National Marine Fisheries Service 

– Texas Comission on Environmental Quality 

– Texas Parks & Wildlife Department 

– Texas Historical Commission 

– U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

– U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 6 

– U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
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TxDOT Houston District Office 

 7600 Washington Avenue 

    Houston, TX  77007 

 

TxDOT Beaumont District Office  

 8350 Eastex Fwy  

 Beaumont, TX 77708-1701 

 

TxDOT Liberty Area Office 

 209 Layl Drive 

 Liberty, TX 77575 

 

The Grand Parkway Association  

4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222 

Houston,  Texas 77027 

     www.grandpky.com 
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Information for Review 



 

– Review Public Comments Received 

– Develop & Evaluate the Preferred Alternative 

– Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 

– FEIS Available to the Public 

– Request Project Decision from the FHWA       

(Record of Decision) 

– Right-of-Way Mapping & Acquisition: 2014 

– Develop Final Design: 2014 

– Let Construction Contracts: 2016 (subject to funding 

availability) 
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ELECTED OFFICIALS  

COMMENT SESSION 
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PUBLIC COMMENT 

SESSION 
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Your remarks are limited 

to 3 minutes. 

 

Thank you  
Public Hearing 3 Minute Timer 
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We welcome your comments.  

 

In order to include your comments in the 

public record of the  

Final Environmental Impact Statement, 

please submit your comments by  

September 21, 2011 

 

Thank you for attending.    



Website:  

www.grandpky.com  

 

Mail: 

The Grand Parkway Association  

Attn: Segments H and I-1 Comments 

4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222 

Houston,  Texas 77027 
 

or   

 

TxDOT Houston District 

Attention: Director of Project Development 

P.O. Box 1386 

Houston, TX 77251-1386 

 

Email:  

segmentsHandI1comments@grandpky.com 
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20 The Captioning Company, Inc.
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25 mariebryant@captioningco.com

THE CAPTIONING COMPANY, INC. * KATY, TEXAS

(V) 281-684-8973 * (F) 281-347-2881



     2

 1  

 2 P R O C E E D I N G S  

 3  

 4 (Meeting began at 7:01 p.m.) 

 5  

 6 MR. ALFORD:  Good evening.  My name is

 7 Mike Alford.  I'm Deputy District Engineer for Texas

 8 Department of Transportation -- Houston District.

 9 Before we begin -- start tonight's presentation --

10 please turn off all your cell phones and pagers.

11 Okay.  Today is Tuesday, August 9th, and

12 the time is 7:03 p.m.  On behalf of the Federal

13 Highway Administration, the Grand Parkway

14 Association, and the Texas Department of

15 Transportation, I'd like to thank you for your

16 interest and participation in this public hearing.

17 We welcome you to this public hearing at

18 the Barbers Hill High School for the proposed State

19 Highway 99 Segments H and I-1 from U.S. Highway 59

20 North to Interstate Highway 10 East and Harris,

21 Montgomery, Liberty, and Chambers counties.  State

22 Highway 99 is also known as the Grand Parkway.  This

23 public hearing is being transcribed by a certified

24 court reporter for the formal public record.

25 As you entered tonight, you may -- or you
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 1 were asked to register at one of our sign-in tables.

 2 If you have not already done so, please register

 3 before you leave tonight so that we may have a

 4 record of your participation in this public hearing.

 5 By registering, you will also be on the mailing list

 6 for any future project updates.

 7 Please feel free to visit the exhibits in

 8 the open house area.  They will be available until

 9 we adjourn tonight.  A court reporter is also

10 located in the open house area transcribing verbal

11 comments if you do not wish to speak during the

12 formal public hearing.  

13 In addition to tonight's presentation, we

14 will present the same information this Thursday

15 night at the New Caney 6th Grade Campus.  At each

16 location, the open house will begin at 6:00 p.m.

17 with a public hearing beginning at 7:00 p.m.

18 We would also like to welcome and

19 recognize elected officials who are in attendance

20 tonight:  Felix Sharpa, Mayor of City of Dayton;

21 David Douglas, looks like Manager of City of Dayton;

22 Todd Fontenot, Liberty County Commissioner of

23 Precinct 1; Arnold Peters, City of Mont Belvieu;

24 Nick Dixon, Mayor of Mont Belvieu; David Abernathy,

25 Chambers County Commissioner, Precinct 2; Norman
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 1 Brown, Liberty County, Precinct 4; Nick Bercaw,

 2 Beach City, Alternate Council Member; Jennifer Pate,

 3 with Senator Tommy Williams office; Rusty Senac,

 4 Commissioner of Chambers County; and Terry Bivins,

 5 State Representative, District 18, John Otto's

 6 office.  So thank you for attending.

 7 If there are any other elected officials

 8 present tonight, please raise your hand to be

 9 recognized.  Okay.  Each of the elected officials --

10 you will be given the opportunity to speak prior to

11 this public comment period if you so desire.  Thank

12 you.

13 The Notice of Availability of the Draft

14 Environmental Impact Statement for Grand Parkway

15 Segments H and I-1 was published in the Federal

16 Register on June 24 and in the Texas register on

17 July the 1st of 2011.  Notices of this public

18 hearing were advertised in the newspaper noted on

19 this slide.

20 Let me add two more elected officials:

21 Gary Nelson, Chambers County Commissioner, and Craig

22 McNair, Liberty County Judge.  Okay.  I'll move

23 right on.

24 The purpose of this public hearing is to

25 present information about the findings of the Draft
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 1 Environmental Impact Statement or DEIS for the

 2 proposed Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 and to

 3 receive your comments on the DEIS in the proposed

 4 project.

 5 The public comments session will begin

 6 following the presentation.  We will not answer

 7 questions during the presentation or public comment

 8 session, but we will be available to answer your

 9 questions following the comment period.  This

10 official public hearing will adjourn after all

11 verbal comments have been heard.

12 Approval of the DEIS by the Federal

13 Highway Administration does not represent final

14 approval of Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 project

15 or the recommended alternative.  Once comments are

16 received and evaluated, a preferred alternative will

17 be identified and presented in a Final Environmental

18 Impact Statement.

19 There are several ways you may make -- may

20 comment on the proposed project.  If you do not wish

21 to speak during the public hearing, you may also

22 give your comments verbally to the court reporter

23 located in the open house area.  If you would like

24 to comment but do not wish to comment verbally

25 tonight or if you wish to comment in more detail,
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 1 you may submit your comments in writing.

 2 Written comments must be submitted or

 3 postmarked by September 21st, 2011.  We have

 4 provided comment boxes if you choose to leave your

 5 completed comment form tonight.  Your comments may

 6 also be sent electronically to the e-mail address

 7 shown on the slide provided to you in your handout.

 8 Now I would like to introduce Mr. David

 9 Gornet who will discuss the proposed project.

10 MR. GORNET:  Good evening.  My name is

11 David Gornet, and I'm the Executive Director for the

12 Grand Parkway Association.  The Grand Parkway

13 Segments H and I-1 study area is generally bounded

14 by Farmer Market Road 2090 to the north, Interstate

15 Highway 10 East on the south, U.S. Highway 59, and

16 Farmer Market Road 2100 on the west, and State

17 Highway 146 on the east.

18 The study area includes portions of

19 Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties.

20 On the exhibit currently showing, the study area is

21 outlined in gray.  For reference, the location of

22 the two public hearings are also shown on this

23 exhibit.

24 Segments H and I-1 are two separate

25 segments, but for the purposes of this study,
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 1 they were considered as one segment -- 59 North

 2 and Interstate 10 East.  Segment H begins at 

 3 59 North near New Caney and continues southeast

 4 to US Highway 90.  

 5 Segment I-1 begins at U.S. Highway 90

 6 where segment H ends and continues south to

 7 Interstate Highway 10 near Mont Belvieu.  Both

 8 segments are anticipated to require approximately

 9 400 feet of right-of-way width.

10 TxDOT and Federal Highway issued a Notice

11 of Intent for Segments H and I-1 in January of 2006.

12 Throughout the study process, resource

13 agency, elected official, and public scoping

14 meetings were held to solicit input on the project

15 development process.  

16 The preliminary environmental studies,

17 along with the public and agency input received,

18 were used to develop a full range of preliminary

19 alternatives and were used to select a recommended

20 alternative to carry forward for more detailed study

21 during the Final Environmental Impact stage.

22 The public hearings during -- being held

23 this week are a continuation of a series of formal

24 public involvement opportunities offering key

25 milestones throughout the project development
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 1 process.

 2 The need for the project includes a

 3 discontinuous system linkage resulting from the lack

 4 of facilities to support the existing planned

 5 transportation system.

 6 Transportation demands exceed the current

 7 and future capacity of transportation facilities in

 8 the study area decreasing both local area and

 9 regional mobility.

10 There's compromised safety due to high

11 crash rates on the existing facilities in the area

12 and impediments to the emergency evacuation.  

13 The forecasted growth in the study area

14 demonstrates the need for expanded transportation

15 infrastructure to support it.

16 The purpose of this project is to provide

17 system linkage to support the existing and planned

18 transportation systems; to improve mobility by

19 alleviating transportation demand, reducing

20 congestion, and providing more options to the

21 traveling public; to enhance safety by reducing

22 stop-and-go conditions on the local roadway network,

23 lowering the risk of congestion induced crashes, and

24 providing alternative evacuation routes to relieve

25 congestion during evacuation and/or peak period
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 1 travel times.

 2 The proposed project would accommodate the

 3 forecasted growth in the study area by providing

 4 infrastructure to support population growth.

 5 The project goals and objectives are to

 6 provide continuity to local and regional networks;

 7 to reduce local and regional congestion, thereby

 8 improving mobility; to provide a facility to safely

 9 move goods and people; to improve hurricane and

10 emergency evacuation; to provide infrastructure to

11 support projected population growth; to minimize

12 impacts on communities; and to minimize

13 environmental impacts.

14 The proposed typical sections are shown on

15 this slide.  The majority of the proposed roadway

16 would consist of four at-grade lanes with grade

17 separations proposed at major intersections.  The

18 typical sections shown would require approximately

19 400 feet of right-of-way width.  At limited

20 locations throughout the corridor, they may also

21 include frontage roads as needed for connections to

22 the local roadway network.

23 Access points to and from the proposed

24 tollway would be provided at major intersections

25 such as U.S. Highway 59, Loop 494, FM 1405, Huffman
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 1 Cleveland Road, FM 1960, U.S. Highway 90, FM 1413,

 2 State Highway 146, FM 565, and Interstate Highway

 3 10.

 4 On the north side of the project corridor,

 5 adjacent to Lake Houston Park, the existing FM 1485

 6 facility will remain in use as a non-tolled frontage

 7 road adjacent to the proposed tollway.

 8 The design and placement of toll

 9 collection facilities, as well as the method of toll

10 collection, will be determined during final design.

11 Now I would like to introduce James Lowe,

12 who will be presenting the findings from the Draft

13 Environmental Impact Statement.

14 MR. LOWE:  Good evening.  My name is James

15 Lowe.  I will briefly summarize the environmental

16 stages that have been conducted from the proposed

17 project.

18 A Draft Environmental Impact Statement, or

19 DEIS, was prepared for the proposed Grand Parkway

20 Segments H and I-1 tollway.  The DEIS document

21 discusses the proposed improvements and the need and

22 purpose of -- for the project.  It compares

23 alternatives and evaluates the potential impacts

24 anticipated from those alternatives and incorporates

25 coordination with the public and resource agencies.

THE CAPTIONING COMPANY, INC. * KATY, TEXAS

(V) 281-684-8973 * (F) 281-347-2881



    11

 1 Copies of the DEIS are available at the

 2 TxDOT Houston and Beaumont District offices, the

 3 TxDOT Liberty Area Office, the Grand Parkway

 4 Association office, local public libraries, and this

 5 evening for you to review.

 6 Should you wish to obtain a copy for your

 7 personal use, the document can be purchased on CD

 8 for five dollars, downloaded from the Grand Parkway

 9 Association Web site for free, or paper copies may

10 be attained from the Grand Parkway Association at

11 the cost of the reproduction.

12 No-build and build alternatives were

13 considered for the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1.

14 The No-Build Alternative includes all committed

15 projects included in the 2035 Regional

16 Transportation Plan with the exception of Segments

17 H and I-1 of the Grand Parkway.

18 These improvements include added capacity

19 of projects such as new roadways and roadway

20 widening, as well as committed Transportation System

21 Management, Transportation Demand Management, Smart

22 Streets, and modal improvements such as transit.

23 These improvements are already a part of the ongoing

24 plan for upgrades to the existing roadway system.

25 Although the No-Build Alternative would
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 1 not satisfy the need and purpose of the proposed

 2 action, it was retained as a basis for comparison

 3 with the alternatives carried forward for detailed

 4 study.

 5 The Texas Department of Transportation and

 6 the Federal Highway Administration studied a full

 7 range of reasonable bill alternatives to address the

 8 transportation needs in the study corridor.

 9 The evaluation criteria for the

10 preliminary alternatives and the reasonable

11 alternatives included environmental, traffic,

12 engineering, and public agency input.  The exhibit

13 shows the bill alternative routes considered in the

14 Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

15 Reasonable alternatives were developed to

16 analyze and minimize impacts to the physical,

17 biological, and human environments that may be

18 affected by the construction and operation of the

19 proposed project.

20 Due to the length of the study area, the

21 possible corridor routes were broken into three

22 sections for the analysis.  All possible

23 combinations from the three different sections were

24 then formed into potential alignments resulting in a

25 total of 10 Reasonable Build Alternatives.
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 1 The Build Alternatives would provide added

 2 capacity to the local and regional network, reduce

 3 congestion, and improve the safety, thus satisfying

 4 the project needs.

 5 The DEIS considered the No-Build and 10

 6 Build Alternatives potential impacts to the human

 7 and natural environments to determine the best fit

 8 alternative.

 9 Considerations analyzed in the DEIS

10 include air, noise, land use, soils and farmlands,

11 environmental justice, community cohesion, social

12 and economic conditions, pedestrian and bicycle

13 facilities, hydrology and drainage, wetlands and

14 waters of the U.S., wildlife, vegetation, cultural

15 resources, hazardous materials, and indirect and

16 cumulative impacts.

17 Recent Federal Highway Administration and

18 TxDOT guidance requires the analysis of Mobile

19 Source Air Toxics for projects like the Grand

20 Parkway.  The DEIS describes the emissions of these

21 Mobile Source Air Toxics and identifies sensitive

22 receptors within 100 and 500 meters of the

23 recommended Build Alternative.

24 Mobile Source Air Toxics are anticipated

25 to decrease over time for all of the alternatives
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 1 studied due to more fuel-efficient engines, less

 2 congestion, and cleaner burning fuels. 

 3 Noise levels were modeled for potential

 4 residential and commercial noise impacts adjacent to

 5 the Build Alternatives.  Noise walls would be

 6 modeled during the Final Environmental Impact

 7 Statement process for a possible mitigation plan.

 8 As a result of the predominance of

 9 agricultural land in the study area, all of the

10 Build Alternatives would result in a reduction of

11 agricultural and undeveloped land.

12 Because this is a new-location facility,

13 all of the Build Alternatives have a potential for

14 disrupting community cohesion and for commercial and

15 residential displacements.  No substantial direct

16 environmental justice impacts would dissolve from

17 the proposed project.

18 Economic impacts related to the

19 development of Segments H and I- include short-term

20 construction-related employment, a reduction in

21 travel cost, and additional local and regional

22 income generation from sources such as

23 transportation related taxes.

24 The proposed project would accommodate

25 existing and future crossings for both pedestrians
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 1 and bicyclists at intersections, bridges, and over-

 2 or underpasses providing direct access to designated

 3 pedestrian and bicycle facilities.

 4 In addition, no stream relocations are

 5 anticipated, and none of the Build Alternatives

 6 would substantially impact or alter local water

 7 resources or drainage patterns.  Storm water

 8 detention would be incorporated into the final

 9 design to mitigate for increased runoff from the

10 roadway.

11 These mitigation measures may include

12 linear drainage ditches and/or retention bonds.

13 TxDOT will coordinate with the local floodplain

14 administrators for any potential impacts to

15 floodplains.

16 Impacts to wetlands and waters of the U.S.

17 would be anticipated with any of the Build

18 Alternatives.  Impacts to jurisdictional wetlands

19 and waters of the U.S. would be coordinated with the

20 US Army Corps of Engineers to obtain appropriate

21 Section 404 permits and prepare mitigation plans.

22 The vegetative communities potentially

23 impacted by each of the Build Alternatives include

24 wildlife habitat.  However, no direct impacts to

25 Threatened and Endangered Species are anticipated
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 1 based on initial studies.

 2 Further investigations to determine if

 3 potential Threatened and Endangered Species habitats

 4 occur within the project area would be conducted

 5 when right-of-entry is obtained for properties

 6 adjacent to the Recommended Alternative.

 7 The actual number of archeological sites

 8 potentially impacted by the proposed project will

 9 not be known until the completion of an

10 archeological field survey during the Final

11 Environmental Impact Statement phase. 

12 A total of 25 properties, several

13 containing multiple nonarcheological historic-age

14 resources, were recorded within the project area of

15 potential effect.  None of the three resources

16 recommended as eligible for inclusion on the

17 National Register of Historic Places are located

18 within the proposed right-of-way of the Build

19 Alternatives.

20 There are 11 hazardous material sites

21 located within or immediately adjacent to the

22 proposed right-of-way of the Build Alternatives.  In

23 addition, the Railroad Commission records indicate

24 that there 24 well sites located within or adjacent

25 to the right-of-way for the Build Alternatives, and
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 1 the Build Alternatives cross approximately 88

 2 petroleum pipeline segments.

 3 During further project development, owners

 4 and operators of these sites would be contacted, and

 5 exact locations and depths of these lines would be

 6 established.

 7 Indirect impacts are those impacts to

 8 resources that may occur from projects or

 9 development induced or influenced by the project.

10 The induced growth was forecasted through

11 information gathered from meetings with local

12 elected officials, participating agencies, and an

13 expert panel survey.  

14 Examples of potential indirect impacts

15 include the following: development and land use

16 changes due to improved access, increase in storm

17 water runoff from changes in land use, increased

18 sedimentation of wetlands and streams, and economic

19 impacts related to tolling or changes in the local

20 economy.

21 Cumulative impacts are the summation of

22 past, present, and reasonably foreseeable impacts to

23 resources.  To be considered under the cumulative

24 impacts analysis, the project must either have a

25 direct or indirect effect on the resource or issue.
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 1 Four major topics were identified which

 2 warranted a detailed cumulative impact discussion.

 3 These included land use, Mobile Source Air Toxics,

 4 surface water, and environmental justice related to

 5 tolling.  It is anticipated that the result of

 6 indirect and cumulative impacts would be similar for

 7 all the Build Alternatives.

 8 Throughout the environmental process,

 9 TxDOT and the Grand Parkway Association have

10 coordinated with many resource agencies, elected

11 officials, and local stakeholders, including all the

12 entities listed on this slide, as well as the public

13 and special-interest groups.

14 Based on the analysis of the identified

15 Reasonable Build Alternatives as well as input from

16 the public and resource agencies, Alternative 10 was

17 selected as the Recommended Alternative.

18 Alternative 10 is approximately 37 miles long and

19 would require approximately 1800 acres of

20 right-of-way.

21 A comparison chart summarizing the

22 potential resource impacts by each Reasonable

23 Alternative is available for review tonight in the

24 open house area and in the Draft Environmental

25 Impact Statement.

THE CAPTIONING COMPANY, INC. * KATY, TEXAS

(V) 281-684-8973 * (F) 281-347-2881



    19

 1 The Draft Environmental Impact Statement

 2 is available for review by the public following this

 3 public hearing at the TxDOT houston District,

 4 Beaumont District, and the Liberty Area offices, the

 5 Grand Parkway Association office, local libraries,

 6 and online at the Grand Parkway Association Web

 7 site, which is www.grandpky.com.

 8 Although approval of the DEIS about the

 9 Federal Highway Administration cleared the way for

10 tonight's public involvement activities, it does not

11 represent a final approval of the proposed project

12 or a preferred alternative.  

13 In the next steps of the environmental

14 process, all comments received tonight, as well as

15 written comments received during the comment period,

16 will be included in the official public hearing

17 record and will be addressed in the Final

18 Environmental Impact Statement.

19 Comments received will be used to help

20 develop and evaluate a further alternative, which

21 will be studied in detail in the FEIS.  Once the

22 analysis is complete and the document is approved,

23 the FEIS will be available for the public and agency

24 review.

25 A decision would be requested from the
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 1 Federal Highway Administration only after review and

 2 consideration of public and agency comments received

 3 from the FEIS.  The decision would be in the form of

 4 a public Record of Decision.

 5 If the Record of Decision is approved and

 6 funding is available, the detailed final design and

 7 Right-of-way Acquisition is tentatively scheduled to

 8 begin 2014.  Construction let dates could be

 9 scheduled in 2016, and the roadway could open to

10 traffic in 2019.

11 Right-of-way would be acquired in

12 accordance with local laws and guidelines.  For

13 those of you with questions about right-of-way

14 acquisition issues, TxDOT representatives are here

15 tonight to answer your questions.  Please visit the

16 right-of-way tables for more information.

17 Thank you for your attention, and I will

18 turn the program back to Mr. Alford.

19 MR. ALFORD:  Thank you, James.

20 Okay.  I would like to begin the public

21 comments session by introducing our elected

22 officials who wish to comment.  First we will hear

23 from Commissioner Norman Brown.

24 MR. BROWN:  I only want to take a few

25 moments to comment.  A great portion of the Grand

THE CAPTIONING COMPANY, INC. * KATY, TEXAS

(V) 281-684-8973 * (F) 281-347-2881



    21

 1 Parkway H and I-1 section is coming to Liberty

 2 County through Precinct 4 (indiscernible) and

 3 Precinct 3, which is above Precinct 4.

 4 I've learned things here tonight that I

 5 have not been aware of.  I've had several meetings

 6 with people from the Grand Parkway, and this was, to

 7 me, a very informative meeting.  The fact that the

 8 Recommended Alternative is not the final preferred

 9 alternative or possibly can change makes me feel

10 much better because it affects a lot of people in

11 the way that the Recommended Alternative is shown to

12 go through Liberty County.

13 And I'm going to not say anything else.

14 Thank you.

15 MR. ALFORD:  Thank you, Commissioner.

16 Is there any other elected official that

17 would like to speak right now?  There was no more

18 indicated on the sign-up sheet.  Any other elected

19 official?  Okay.

20 Now let's begin the public comment

21 session.  Raise your hand if you haven't already

22 completed a speaker registration card and want to

23 speak tonight.  Okay.  For the speakers, you will

24 have three minutes to make your comment.  When I

25 announce your name, please come to the microphone
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 1 just over here and clearly state your name and whom

 2 you may represent.

 3 A timer is located on the screen and will

 4 indicate the beginning of your three minutes.  After

 5 three minutes, you will be asked to be seated so the

 6 next speaker can make his or her comments.

 7 If you have any additional comments,

 8 please complete the written comment form provided to

 9 you or see the second court reporter located in the

10 open house area who will transcribe comments longer

11 than three minutes.

12 As mentioned earlier, we will not answer

13 questions during the public comment session.

14 However, we will be available to answer your

15 questions following the close of the hearing.

16 And now I will call in the order of public

17 speaker registration cards received the names of

18 people who have asked to speak.  The first speaker

19 will be Brandt Mannchen followed by, looks like

20 Dr. Luke.  Is it Chachere?  

21 DR. LUKE CHACHERE:  Chachere.

22 MR. ALFORD:  Chachere.  And then Nanette

23 Walker.

24 MR. BRANDT MANNCHEN:  My name is Brandt

25 Mannchen.  I'm here representing the Houston Sierra
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 1 Club, and that's B-r-a-n-d-t M-a-n-n-c-h-e-n.  We

 2 have several comements that are meant to assist the

 3 Federal Highway and the others in making a better

 4 Environmental Impact Statement.  

 5 The first is for the Final EIS used 2010

 6 census data on all your maps.  Eleven-year-old data

 7 is not good enough.  Also, in the community cohesion

 8 part of the document, there's almost nothing stated

 9 about the rule and nature and quality of life of the

10 area.

11 I've driven the area twice approximately

12 where the location of the road will come through,

13 and it's mostly agricultural fields and people who

14 are associated with those.  And so it's really

15 important that that particular issue be brought out

16 in the EIS in detail and how it's going to be

17 affected.

18 Second is H and I-1 are combined, and it's

19 really hard for someone reading the document to

20 determine what the actual environmental impacts are

21 of each segment separately.  That needs to be broken

22 out in the Final EIS so you can see what impacts I

23 have and H have and not stick them together.  That's

24 really important.

25 Also, the document ignores that when you
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 1 increase your speed on a road, you increase the

 2 nitrogen oxides which also increase the possibility

 3 of higher smog levels.  So the Grand Parkway is

 4 going to operate at 70 miles an hour.  

 5 So if you reduce congestion on other

 6 roads, people are going to drive faster on those

 7 roads.  So you need to include those additional air

 8 pollution emissions in your analysis of air

 9 pollution.

10 I'm concerned that the limited access

11 facility nature of the document keeps other

12 possibilities from being considered for safety

13 purposes.  For example, selected safety improvements

14 for local roads may solve those problems more than

15 building another road and assuming that those local

16 roads are safer because fewer people are driving on

17 them.  This sort of preordains what's going to

18 happen in the alternatives.

19 In addition, usually, crashes at higher

20 speed are more severe, but the analysis of crashes

21 doesn't take into account speed and the severity of

22 the crash.  And that's very important when you're

23 looking at a safety consideration.

24 Also, the DEIS assumes (inaudible) a

25 linear one-to-one relationship between traffic
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 1 volumes and crashes.

 2 MR. ALFORD:  Time's up.

 3 MR. BRANDT MANNCHEN:  And there's evidence

 4 to show that's not true.

 5 I appreciate this opportunity in coming.

 6 Thank you.

 7 MR. ALFORD:  Dr. Chachere followed by

 8 Nanette Walker, and then Matt Chachere.

 9 DR. LUKE CHACHERE:  My name is Luke

10 Chachere.  I'm representing myself and my family and

11 my neighbors in Dayton, Eastgate area.  So I've got

12 lots of questions here.  So I'm going to kind of

13 read them fast.

14 My first concern is how the route actually

15 got chosen.  Did our local county officials have a

16 say?  And if so, I'd like to know which ones.  And

17 I'd also like to know do our local people have a say

18 in where the riverbed will go or if we want it at

19 all?

20 I'm also having concern about how our land

21 will be valued -- what terms, fair value market.

22 How can you put a value on land that a person has

23 owned for 30 years or it could be by a gracious

24 family who plan to live there the rest of his life

25 and then be taken away?  
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 1 One reason I purchased the surrounding

 2 property of my home is to keep the development away

 3 in order to maintain a rural lifestyle for me and my

 4 family as well as my neighbors.

 5 Another concern is the shake of the

 6 remaining property at the Roadway H projected path.

 7 Our existing roads run north and south and east to

 8 west.  The proposed roadway cuts across diagonally

 9 leaving triangular-shaped land, much of which will

10 be landlocked and difficult to access.  What will be

11 the outcome of the now unusable land?  

12 Another concern is I have recently myself

13 spent a lot of time and money on (indiscernible),

14 sloping, and draining my property.  How is that put

15 back into the value of my land?  It's not just a

16 matter of showing bills for material, but time spent

17 in labor and planning, not to mention future lands,

18 et cetera, all things that are difficult to that.

19 Lastly, this is an environmental meeting;

20 not lastly, but this is an environmental meeting. I

21 guess how will this roadway affect mine and my

22 neighbor's environment -- the noise, pollution, et

23 cetera?  Our peaceful park and rural way of life

24 will be gone forever along with our dreams and

25 desires for our future.  Money cannot buy these
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 1 things.

 2 I had a couple of comments on the road

 3 itself as far as the pathway.  In particular, I live

 4 on County Road 610.  To me it looks like where the

 5 roadway crosses County Road 603, it could head

 6 straight instead of curving and crossing 610 making

 7 it cross 1960 East and County Road 610 out to the

 8 60 intersection.  Looks like that would affect less

 9 homes and less people in that -- in the -- in that

10 area instead of the way of the projected route.

11 And then my other question was it looks

12 like C -- throughout C6 would definitely affect less

13 people and less homes than the projected route

14 that's presented tonight.

15 Thank you.

16 MR. ALFORD:  Thank you.

17 Nannett Walker followed by Matt Chachere

18 and then Rob Chachere.

19 MS. WALKER:  My name is Nanette Walker,

20 and I live on County Road 610 in Dayton.  Your

21 proposed map is going to go -- an overpass is going

22 to go directly over my home and dwelling.  This is

23 very disturbing to me and my family.  As like Luke,

24 we put our heart and soul in this place for 16

25 years, and money can't buy what we've put into it.
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 1 I think there are other routes that the road can

 2 take.  I have currently run a business from my home,

 3 and I have many customers that are patrons, and, you

 4 know, they know where I'm at.  I've been there six

 5 years with my business, and it will definitely hurt

 6 my business as well.

 7 And that's all I have to say.  Thank you.

 8 MR. ALFORD:  Thank you.

 9 Next speaker is Matt Chachere followed by

10 Rob Chachere and L.J. Chachere.

11 MR. MATT CHACHERE:  I'm Matt Chachere.

12 I'm a resident of Dayton, Texas.  I live on 1960.

13 I've lived in this state all of my life.  

14 I want to start off by saying that it

15 really spoke highly to me of y'all's concern of the

16 citizens of Dayton, being that you have a meeting in

17 Barbers Hill, and you have a meeting in New Caney.

18 I heard that you had one in our hometown, too.  I

19 never did see anything on that.

20 As I spoke to David Gornet before the

21 meeting, he talked about the road wedges going over

22 -- it's just ag land.  My ag land has provided a

23 substantial living for myself and my family as well

24 as my neighbors.

25 My concern is about the route the road is
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 1 taking, the closed route cutting diagonally across

 2 property that I own and farm and my access to that.

 3 If I'm seeing it correctly, I will be landlocked.  I

 4 don't know how we can continue to make a living off

 5 of the land if we can't have access to it.

 6 Example of it yesterday when we were

 7 hauling hay, I hauled 17 loads of hay.  All of this

 8 land will be landlocked on your proposed route.  The

 9 equipment that we use to haul the hay and get our

10 crops off of our land, some of the county roads we

11 can't travel down because our equipment is too big,

12 too tall, too wide.  We've got our own private

13 trails across our own land that you'll even be

14 cutting off.  I will not have access at all to it.

15 My concern is how can I provide for my

16 family and make a living the way that I've done for

17 the past 15 or 20 years?  I don't, uh -- I don't

18 know what your proposed -- my question to you -- to

19 your community is:  Is the access to the land and

20 how will you treat the landlock land?  Will it still

21 be mine even though I can't get to it?  I don't know

22 why I need it if I don't have access to it.

23 The roads, everything that y'all cross on

24 our property, you will cut my drainage in half.  And

25 I cannot -- and our drainage systems are in a
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 1 direction that crosses the road at an angle.  And

 2 you said on here that the drainage would be taken

 3 care of by TxDOT.  

 4 And your presentation earlier, you talked

 5 about the retention pond and all of the floodplain.

 6 But TxDOT has proved to us time and time again that

 7 they don't do a very good job of drainage in our

 8 area.

 9 MR. ALFORD:  Time.  Thank you.

10 Next speaker is Rob Chachere followed by

11 L.J. Chachere and then Brad Chachere.

12 MR. ROB CHACHERE:  My name is Rob

13 Chachere, and I'm also from Dayton.  And we do have

14 some farmland that is being affected.  And one of

15 the questions that I had is:  How would you value

16 the land that you will be taking?  

17 I can see a different scenarios in some

18 land that I -- that we have -- that we purchased.

19 We probably have a cost of maybe a thousand dollars

20 per acre just in clearing and precision leveling our

21 land.  Well, will that be considered in the cost

22 when you take the land from you or is that just --

23 is that just something that we will lose?

24 I also wonder about the land that's left,

25 how like Matt talked about something about the
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 1 drainage.  Will we be paid to go back in and prepare

 2 our land for drainage or will we just be left

 3 holding the bag on that?  I know that you say that

 4 we'll be paid a fair market value.  I was just

 5 wanting to know how that fair market value would

 6 come about and if it really would be fair for

 7 everybody.  

 8 That's all I have.

 9 MR. ALFORD:  Thank you.

10 L.J. Chachere followed by Brad Chachere.

11 MR. L.J. CHACHERE:  My name is L.J.

12 Chachere.  I'm the son of two of them that talked to

13 you, and I want to talk to you about our drainage.

14 I've lived in this area for 55 years, and I'm no

15 engineer.  But I grant you one thing, we can drain

16 water.

17 I've always instilled in my boys we're in

18 a drought year this year, and they've been wanting

19 to put in an irrigation system.  And I tell them

20 spend your money on drainage, and this is what we

21 have done.

22 Across our fields that you're coming

23 through, both of our fields are rectangular in

24 shape, and we have drainage in them, probably

25 120 feet, that were put in there with laser machines
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 1 that your super highway here is going to block.  

 2 And I don't want you to tell me or anybody

 3 to tell me that the highway department will take

 4 care of the drainage because I've seen them in

 5 action.  Every time we've gone through the highway

 6 department with a drainage problem, we've always

 7 been told that during road construction they don't

 8 care about drainage.  And this is the impact that

 9 they have left on us.

10 And I want you to know that we have two

11 drainage districts in this area.  For example, we

12 have Old River, and we have the Liberty County

13 Control Number 1.  And our drainage -- the drainage

14 systems will not adequately take care of the water

15 that falls now.

16 I have seen water cross Highway 1960

17 twice.  Highway 1960 is the same thing as

18 (indiscernible) out there.  And I just want you to

19 know that we have a terrible drainage problem.  It's

20 not good now, and y'all are going to make it worse.

21 And that's all I have to say.

22 MR. ALFORD:  Thank you.

23 The last speaker, Brad Chachere.

24 MR. BRAD CHACHERE:  My name is Brad

25 Chachere, and I've had some of my family members
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 1 talk to you already about maybe some houses getting

 2 wiped out or the drainage problems or things of that

 3 nature.

 4 What I wanted to know about is how y'all

 5 have considered in your economic study and

 6 environmental study the loss of production that

 7 these farmlands are going to incur?  Just based on

 8 some maps that I've seen, we currently have about

 9 940 acres of hay that's in production, not to

10 mention 80,000 plus square feet of barn space that

11 we need to -- that we use to store our goods.

12 All of the -- about 540 acres is going to

13 be cut in half, and a big majority of that is going

14 to be landlocked via the route that this road is

15 taking.  Taking that into consideration on some

16 conservative -- very conservative figures on

17 production, even in a drought year like this year, I

18 mean not considering all the time and money and our

19 barn space, just the production alone that's going

20 to be cut off, just for my family, that's not

21 counting the grass farmers and rice farmers and

22 everybody else in the community.  

23 I mean that's looking at over $400,000 a

24 year in our pocketbooks.  That goes to support --

25 goes to support an entire family there.  That's not
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 1 only one person.  That's an entire family.  And I

 2 know there's others in this room who -- it's going

 3 to have just as big an impact on them as it will my

 4 family sitting over here.  That's one thing that I

 5 wanted to know if you all took consideration in your

 6 environmental study.

 7 Also, I wanted to know about the

 8 residential, how close it's going to go to a house

 9 and how y'all took it into account, how it's going

10 to impact their environment, whether it's a hundred

11 feet or four hundred feet away or directly over a

12 house.

13 Everybody in the Dayton area they kind of

14 have come to -- have come there and live there in a

15 rural lifestyle.  And, I  mean, I myself I'm a young

16 man.  I just got married.  I'm ready to build a

17 house and start a family.  And, unfortunately, there

18 looks like there's going to be a road in my

19 backyard -- a major highway going through the

20 backyard where I want to build a house.

21 So I want to know how you all took that

22 into consideration, the impact that it's going to

23 have on the residences that maybe you don't take out

24 their house unless you got a highway sitting in

25 their backyard.  I think that needs to be considered
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 1 whenever y'all are looking at this.

 2 That's all I got to say.

 3 MR. ALFORD:  Thank you.

 4 Since this completes the verbal comments,

 5 we will close this public hearing.  It is 7:47, and

 6 the hearing is adjourned.  Thanks.  Thank you for

 7 all your interest and participation.

 8 (Public hearing adjourned at 7:47 p.m.)

 9  

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22 PUBLIC COMMENTS 

23

24 ANONYMOUS FEMALE SPEAKER:  It is just fine

25 with me.  It would be a lot faster for me to get to
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 1 San Antone [sic].  I've been waiting for a lot of

 2 years for that.

 3 GORDON SPEER:  I'm Gordon Speer, and this

 4 is my son, Bill.  We own 450 acres of land that this

 5 road is supposed to cross.  And we have a large

 6 industrial complex underway on this property.  It is

 7 a rail yard which consists of Martin Marietta

 8 Facility, Angel Brothers -- 

 9 BILL SPEER:  Century Asphalt.

10 GORDON SPEER:  Century Asphalt, Angel

11 Brothers, let me just put Halliburton because

12 Halliburton --

13 BILL SPEER:  Frac Sand Unloading --

14 GORDON SPEER: -- Frac Sand Unloading

15 Operations and several other companies that are

16 looking at this location presently for future

17 development.  

18 We are all for the Grand Parkway

19 situation, but we feel like there is a better route

20 that could be taken in that area that we would be

21 happy to help with, if possible.  

22 It is my understanding that they're

23 planning on building several thousand-foot bridge

24 across this rail facility which probably would

25 impede the orderly carrying out of the business
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 1 that's already there and future business that could

 2 be there.  I can't imagine building a road -- a

 3 bridge of that magnitude that would not interfere

 4 with the property which is adjacent to and

 5 underneath the property.  

 6 We would love to meet with whoever

 7 possible in the hierarchy of the Grand Parkway

 8 Association to discuss a possibility of access into

 9 the property because we have much truck traffic that

10 already is used by the property and which opens up

11 on Hatcherville Road into Farm to Market Road 565.  

12 If there was another access that could be

13 gained by this road, it would be very helpful to the

14 business.  We really are concerned with the

15 day-to-day operation of the business because it is

16 an on-going business and a multimillion dollar

17 facility, and in the near future, it could be much,

18 much more than that.  

19 We feel like there is a better avenue that

20 you could approach which would save the taxpayers of

21 the United States a lot of money by just making a

22 small deviation which would keep you out of the

23 Exxon unloading dock and large carters of pipeline

24 right-of-ways located in the vicinity of this

25 proposed bridge or highway.  
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 1 We would like to meet with whoever

 2 possible at their earliest possible convenience to

 3 discuss their ideas and to give whatever input we

 4 may be able to give that would ease the pain for

 5 both ourselves and the Grand Parkway Association.  

 6 Yours truly, Me.

 7 RANDAL KLIMITCHEK:  My comment is I want

 8 to know how you are going to declare fair market

 9 value of land of the properties.  Some of the

10 properties there -- I Live in Dayton; the Eastgate

11 area there is going to be impacted by it.  

12 The fair market value -- say a person is

13 taking -- is their livelihood is off their

14 properties, and it's going to impact their

15 livelihood.  Is that going to be a different dollar

16 amount versus somebody that just has three horses

17 out there grazing in the pasture?  I think that it

18 ought to be a different value.  

19 And after the road comes through and some

20 of the land is landlocked there, is the landlocked

21 land, is it going to -- would we be compensated for

22 any of the landlocked land?  Because it's going to

23 make it harder to get to or maybe not even have any

24 access at all to.  

25 And that's all the questions I have.
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 1

 2 P R O C E E D I N G S  

 3  

 4 (Meeting began at 7:01 p.m.) 

 5  

 6 MR. KOCH:  Good evening.  My name is James

 7 Koch, and I am the Director of Transportation

 8 Planning and Development for the Texas Department of

 9 Transportation in the Houston District.  Before we

10 begin tonight's presentation, please turn off all

11 cell phones and pagers.

12 Today is Thursday, August 11, and the time

13 is 7:01 p.m.  On behalf of the Federal Highway

14 Administration, the Grand Parkway Association, and

15 the Texas Department of Transportation, I would like

16 to thank you for your interest and participation in

17 this public hearing.  

18 We welcome you to this hearing -- to this

19 public hearing at the New Caney 6th Grade campus for

20 the proposed State Highway 99 Segments H and I-1

21 from United States Highway 59 North to Interstate

22 Highway 10 East in Harris, Montgomery, Liberty, and

23 Chambers counties.  State Highway 99 is also known

24 as the Grand Parkway.  This public hearing is being

25 transcribed by a certified court reporter for the
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 1 formal public record.

 2 As you entered tonight, you were asked to

 3 register at one of our sign-in tables.  If you have

 4 not already done so, please register before you

 5 leave tonight so that we have a record of your

 6 participation in this public hearing.

 7 By registering, you will also be on our

 8 mailing list for any future project updates.  Please

 9 feel free to view the exhibits in the open house

10 area.  They will be available during the

11 presentation until we adjourn tonight.  A court

12 reporter is also located in the open house area to

13 transcribe your verbal comments if do you not wish

14 to speak during the formal public hearing.

15 In addition to tonight's presentation, we

16 presented the same information last Tuesday night at

17 Barbers Hill High School.  At each location, the

18 open house began at 6:00 p.m. with a public hearing

19 beginning at 7:00 p.m.

20 We would like to welcome and recognize the

21 elected officials who are in attendance tonight.  We

22 have Geraldine Franks, Montgomery County Precinct

23 54; Pamela Rocchi, Ever -- with Eversole -- aide to

24 Mr. Eversole's office; Isidor Ybarra, Director of

25 the East Montgomery County Improvement District; Ed



     4

 1 Rinehart, Commissioner Precinct 4, Montgomery

 2 County; Richard Zientek, from Judge Emmett's office,

 3 Harris County; Jeff Taylor, Chief of the New Caney

 4 Fire Department; Ken Franklin, Superintendent of the

 5 New Caney Independent School District; and Bob Foote

 6 from Plum Grove City Council.

 7 If there are any other elected officials

 8 here tonight, please raise your hands to be

 9 recognized.  Each of you will be given an

10 opportunity to speak prior to the public -- public

11 comment period.  Thank you.

12 The Notice of Availability of the Draft

13 Environmental Impact Statement for Grand Parkway

14 Segments H and I-1 was published in the Federal

15 Register on June 24th and in the Texas register on

16 July 1st of 2011.  Notices of this public hearing

17 were advertised in the papers noted on this slide.

18 The purpose of this public hearing is to

19 present information about the findings of the Draft

20 Environmental Impact Statement, or DEIS, for the

21 proposed Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 and to

22 receive your comments on the DEIS and the proposed

23 project.

24 The public comment session will begin

25 following the presentation.  We will not answer



     5

 1 questions during the presentation or public comment

 2 section, but we will be available to answer your

 3 questions following the comment period.  This

 4 official public hearing will adjourn after all

 5 verbal comments have been heard.

 6 Approval of the DEIS by the Federal

 7 Highway Administration does not represent final

 8 approval of the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1

 9 project or the recommended alternative.  Once

10 comments are received and evaluated, a preferred

11 alternative will be identified and presented in a

12 Final Environmental Impact Statement.

13 There are several ways you may comment on

14 the proposed project.  If you do not wish to speak

15 during the public hearing, you may also give your

16 comments verbally to the court reporter located in

17 the open house area.

18 If you would like to comment but do not

19 wish to comment verbally tonight or if you wish to

20 comment in more detail, you may submit your comments

21 in writing.  Written comments must be submitted or

22 postmarked by September 21st, 2011.

23 We have provided comment boxes if you

24 choose to leave your completed comment form tonight.

25 Your comments may also be sent electronically to the
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 1 e-mail address shown on the slide and provided to

 2 you in your pamphlet.

 3 Now I would like to introduce Mr. David

 4 Gornet, who will discuss the proposed project.

 5 MR. GORNET:  Good evening.  My name is

 6 David Gornet.  I'm the Executive Director of the

 7 Grand Parkway Association.

 8 The Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 

 9 study area is generally bounded by FM 2090 to the

10 north, I-10 to the east -- I-10 East on the south,

11 US Highway 59, and Farmer Market Road 2100 on the

12 west, and State Highway 146 on the east.

13 The study area includes portions of

14 Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers counties.

15 On the exhibit currently showing, the study corridor

16 is outlined in gray.  For reference, the location

17 for two public hearings, tonight's and last night's,

18 are also shown.

19 Segments H and I-1 are two separate

20 segments, but for the purpose of this study, they

21 were considered one segment from US Highway 59 North

22 to Interstate Highway 10 East.  Segment H begins at

23 59 North near New Caney and continues southeast to

24 US Highway 90.  

25 Segment I-1 begins at US Highway 90 where
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 1 Segment H ends and continues south to Interstate 10

 2 near Mont Belvieu.  Both segments are anticipated to

 3 require approximately 400 feet of right-of-way

 4 width.

 5 TxDOT and Federal Highway filed a Notice

 6 of Intent, or NOI, for Segments H and I-1 in January

 7 of 2006.

 8 Throughout the study process, the resource

 9 agency, elected officials, and public scoping

10 meetings were held to solicit input on the project

11 development process.  

12 The preliminary environmental studies,

13 along with the public and agency input received,

14 were used to develop a full range of preliminary

15 alternatives and were then used to select a

16 recommended alternative during the Final

17 Environmental Impact stage.

18 The public hearings held this week are a

19 continuation of a series of formal involvement

20 opportunities offered at key milestones throughout

21 the project development process.

22 The need for the project includes a

23 discontinuous system linkage resulting from the lack

24 of facilities to support the existing and planned

25 transportation system.
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 1 Transportation demands exceed the current

 2 and future capacity of transportation facilities in

 3 the study area, decreasing both the local area and

 4 the regional mobility.

 5 There is compromised safety due to high

 6 crash rates on existing facilities in the study area

 7 and emergency evacuation impediments.  

 8 The forecasted growth in the study area

 9 demonstrates the need for expanded transportation

10 infrastructures to support it.

11 The project purpose is to provide system

12 linkage to support the existing and planned

13 transportation system; to improve mobility by

14 alleviating transportation demand, it reduces

15 congestion, and provides more options to the

16 traveling public; to enhance safety by reducing

17 stop-and-go conditions on the local roadway network,

18 lower risk of congestion induced crashes, providing

19 alternative evacuation routes to relieve congestion

20 during evacuation and of peak travel times; and the

21 proposed project would accommodate a forecasted

22 growth in the study area by providing

23 infrastructures to support population growth.

24 The project goals and objectives are to

25 provide continuity to local and regional networks;
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 1 to reduce local and regional congestion, thereby

 2 improving mobility; to provide a facility to safely

 3 move goods and people; to improve hurricane and

 4 emergency evacuation; to provide infrastructure to

 5 support projected population growth; to minimize

 6 impacts on communities; and to minimize

 7 environmental impacts.

 8 The proposed typical sections are shown on

 9 this slide.  The majority of the proposed roadway

10 would consist of four at-grade lanes, with grade

11 separations proposed at major intersections.  The

12 typical sections shown would require approximately

13 400 feet of right-of-way width.  Limited locations

14 throughout the corridor may also include frontage

15 roads as needed for connections to the local roadway

16 network.  

17 Access points to and from the proposed

18 tollway would be provided at major intersections,

19 such as US Highway 59, Loop 494, FM 1485, Huffman

20 Cleveland Road, FM 1960, US Highway 90, FM 1413,

21 State Highway 146, FM 565, and Interstate Highway 10

22 East.

23 On the north side of the project corridor,

24 adjacent to Lake Houston Park, the existing FM 1485

25 facility will remain in use as a non-tolled frontage
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 1 road adjacent to the proposed tollway.  The design

 2 and the placement of toll collection facilities, as

 3 well as the method of toll connection, will be

 4 determined during the final designs.

 5 Now I would like to introduce Mr. James

 6 Lowe, who will be presenting findings from the Draft

 7 Environmental Impact Statement.

 8 MR. LOWE:  Thank you, David.

 9 Good evening.  My name is James Lowe.  I

10 will briefly summarize the environmental studies

11 that have been conducted for the proposed project.

12 A Draft Environmental Impact Statement, or

13 DEIS, was prepared for the proposed Grand Parkway

14 Segments H and I-1 tollway.  The DEIS document

15 discusses proposed improvements and the need and

16 purpose for the project.  It compares alternatives

17 and evaluates the potential impacts anticipated from

18 those alternatives and incorporates coordination

19 with the public and resource agencies.

20 Copies of the DEIS are available at the

21 TxDOT Houston and Beaumont District offices, the

22 TxDOT Liberty Area office, the Grand Parkway

23 Association office, local public libraries, and this

24 evening for you to review.

25 Should you wish to obtain a copy for your
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 1 personal use, the document can be purchased on CD

 2 for five dollars, downloaded from the Grand Parkway

 3 Association Web site for free, or paper cop -- paper

 4 copies may be obtained from the Grand Parkway

 5 Association at cost of reproduction.

 6 No-build and Build Alternatives were

 7 considered for Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1.

 8 The No-build Alternative includes all committed

 9 projects included in the 2035 Regional

10 Transportation Plan, with the exception of Segments

11 H and I-1 of the Grand Parkway.

12 These improvements include added capacity

13 projects, such as new roadways and roadway widening,

14 as well as committed Transportation System

15 Management, Transportation Demand Management, Smart

16 Streets, and modal improvements such as transit.

17 These improvements are already a part of the ongoing

18 plan for upgrades to the existing roadway system.

19 Although the No-build Alternative would

20 not satisfy the need and purpose of the proposed

21 action, it was retained as a basis for comparison

22 with the alternatives carried forward for detailed

23 study.

24 The Texas Department of Transportation and

25 the Federal Highway Administration studied a full
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 1 range of reasonable Build Alternatives to address

 2 the transportation needs in the study corridor.

 3 Evaluation criteria for the preliminary

 4 alternatives and the reasonable alternatives

 5 included environmental, traffic, engineering and

 6 public and agency input.  The exhibit shows the

 7 Build Alternative routes considered in the Draft

 8 Environmental Impact Statement.

 9 Reasonable alternatives were developed to

10 analyze and minimize impacts to the physical,

11 biological, and human enviro -- environments that

12 may be affected by the destruction and operation of

13 the proposed project.

14 Due to the length of the study area, the

15 possible corridor routes were broken into three

16 sections for the analysis.  All possible

17 combinations from the three different sections were

18 then formed into potential alignments, resulting in

19 a total of 10 Reasonable Build Alternatives.

20 The Build Alternatives would provide added

21 capacity to the local and regional network, reduce

22 congestion, and improve the safety, thus, satisfying

23 the project needs.

24 The Draft Environmental Impact Statement

25 considered the No-build and 10 Build Alternatives
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 1 potential impacts to the human and natural

 2 environments to determine the "best fit"

 3 alternative.

 4 Considerations analyzed in the Draft

 5 Environmental Impact Statement include air, noise,

 6 land use, soils and farmlands, environmental

 7 justice, community cohesion, social and economic

 8 conditions, pedestrian and bicycle facilities,

 9 hydrology and drainage, wetlands and waters of the

10 U.S., wildlife, vegetation, cultural resources,

11 hazardous materials, and indirect and cumulative

12 impacts.

13 Recent Federal Highway Administration and

14 TxDOT guidance requires the analysis of Mobile

15 Source Air Toxics for projects like the Grand

16 Parkway.  The Draft Environmental Impact Statement

17 describes the emissions of these Mobile Source Air

18 Toxics and identifies sensitive receptors within 100

19 and 500 meters of the recommended Build Alternative.

20 Mobile Source Air Toxics are anticipated

21 to decrease over time for all of the alternatives

22 studied due to more fuel-efficient engines, less

23 congestion, and cleaner burning fuels.  

24 Noise levels were modeled for potential

25 residential and commercial noise impacts adjacent to
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 1 the Build Alternatives.  Noise walls would be

 2 modeled during the Final Environmental Impact

 3 Statement process for a possible mitigation plan.

 4 As a result of the predominance of

 5 agricultural land within the study area, all of the

 6 Build Alternatives would result in a reduction of

 7 agricultural and undeveloped land.  

 8 Because it is a new location facility, all

 9 of the Build Alternatives have the potential for

10 disrupting community cohesion and for commercial and

11 residential displacements.  No substantial direct

12 environmental justice impacts would result from the

13 proposed project.

14 Economic impacts related to the

15 development of Segments H and I-1 include short-term

16 construction related employment, a reduction in

17 travel costs, and additional local and regional

18 income generation from sources such as

19 transportation related taxes.

20 The proposed budget would accommodate

21 existing and future crossings for both pedestrians

22 and bicyclists at intersections, bridges, and over-

23 or underpasses providing direct access to designated

24 pedestrians and bicycle facilities.

25 In addition, no stream relocations are
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 1 anticipated, and none of the Build Alternatives

 2 would substantially impact or alter local water

 3 resources or drainage patterns.  

 4 Strong water retention would be

 5 incorporated into the final design to mitigate for

 6 increased runoff from the roadway.  These mitigation

 7 measures may include linear drainage ditches and/or

 8 detention ponds.  TxDOT will coordinate with the

 9 local floodplain administrators for any potential

10 impacts to floodplains.

11 Impacts to wetlands and waters of the U.S.

12 would be anticipated with any of the Build

13 Alternatives.  Impacts to jurisdictional wetlands

14 and waters of the U.S. would be coordinated with the

15 US Army Corps of Engineers to obtain appropriate

16 Section 404 permits and prepare mitigation plans.

17 The vegetative communities potentially

18 impacted by each of the Build Alternatives include

19 wildlife habitat.  However, no direct impacts to

20 threatened and endangered species are anticipated

21 based on initial studies.

22 Further investigations to determine if

23 potential threatened and endangered species habitats

24 occur within the project area would be conducted

25 when right-of-entry is obtained for properties
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 1 adjacent to the Recommended Alternative.

 2 The actual number of archeological sites

 3 potentially impacted by the proposed project would

 4 not be known until the completion of an

 5 archeological survey during the Final Environmental

 6 Impact Statement phase.

 7 A total of 25 properties, several

 8 containing multiple non-archeological historic-age

 9 resources, were recorded within the budget area of

10 potential effect.  None of the three resources

11 recommended as eligible for inclusion of the

12 National Register of Historic Places are located

13 within the proposed right-of-way of the Build

14 Alternatives.

15 There are 11 hazardous material sites

16 located within or immediately adjacent to the

17 proposed right-of-way of the Build Alternatives.  In

18 addition, the Railroad Commission records indicate

19 that there are 24 well sites located within or

20 adjacent to the right-of-way for the Build

21 Alternatives, and the Build Alternatives cross

22 approximately 88 petroleum pipeline segments.  

23 During further project development, owners

24 and operators of these sites would be contacted, and

25 exact locations and depths of these lines would be
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 1 established.

 2 Indirect impacts are those impacts to

 3 resources that may occur from projects, or

 4 development induced, or influenced by the project.

 5 The induced growth was forecasted through

 6 information gathered from meetings with local

 7 elected officials, participating agencies, and an

 8 expert panel survey.

 9 Examples of potential indirect impacts

10 include the following: development and land use

11 changes due to improved access, increase in storm

12 water runoff from changes in land use, increased

13 sedimentation of wetlands and streams, and economic

14 impacts related to tolling or changes in the local

15 economy.

16 Cumulative impacts are the summation of

17 past, present, and reasonably foreseeable impacts to

18 resources.  To be considered under the cumulative

19 impacts analysis, the project must either have a

20 direct or indirect effect on the resource or issue.

21 Four major topics were identified which

22 warranted a detailed cumulative impact discussion.

23 These included land use, Mobile Source Air Toxics,

24 surface water, and environmental justice related to

25 tolling.  It is anticipated that the resulting
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 1 indirect and cumulative impacts would be similar for

 2 all of the Build Alternatives.

 3 Throughout the environmental process,

 4 TxDOT and the Grand Parkway Association have

 5 coordinated with many resource agencies, elected

 6 officials, and local stakeholders, including all of

 7 the entities listed on this slide, as well as the

 8 public and special interest groups.

 9 Based on the analysis that identify the

10 Reasonable Build Alternatives, as well as input from

11 the public and resource agencies, Alternative 10 was

12 selected as the Recommended Alternative.

13 Alternative 10 is possibly 37 miles long and would

14 require approximately 1,800 acres of right-of-way.

15 A comparison chart summarizing the

16 potential resource impacts by each Reasonable

17 Alternative is available for review tonight in the

18 open house area and in the Draft Environmental

19 Impact Statement.

20 The Draft Environmental Impact Statement

21 is available for review by the public following this

22 public hearing at the TxDOT Houston District,

23 Beaumont District, and Liberty Area offices, the

24 Grand Parkway Association office, local libraries,

25 and online at the Grand Parkway Association Web
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 1 site, www.grandpky.com.

 2 Although approval of the DEIS by the

 3 Federal Highway Administration cleared the way for

 4 tonight's public involvement activities, it does not

 5 represent a final approval of the proposed project

 6 or a preferred alternative.  

 7 In the next steps of the environmental

 8 process, all comments received tonight, as well as

 9 written comments received during the comment period,

10 will be included in the official public hearing

11 record and will be addressed in the Final

12 Environmental Impact Statement.

13 The comments received will be used to help

14 develop and evaluate the Preferred Alternative,

15 which will be studied in detail in the Final

16 Environmental Impact Statement.  Once the analysis

17 is complete and the document is approved, the Final

18 Environmental Impact Statement will be available for

19 public agency review.

20 A decision would be requested from the

21 Federal Highway Administration only after review and

22 consideration of public and agency comments received

23 for the Final Environmental Impact Statement.  The

24 decision would be in the form of a Record of

25 Decision.
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 1 If the Record of Decision is approved and

 2 funding is available, the detailed final design and

 3 right-of-way acquisition is scheduled to begin in

 4 2014.  Construction let dates could be scheduled in

 5 2016, and the roadway could open to traffic in 2019.

 6 Right-of-way would be acquired in

 7 accordance with local laws and guidelines.  For

 8 those of you with questions about right-of-way

 9 acquisition issues, TxDOT representatives are here

10 tonight to answer your questions.  Please visit the

11 right-of-way tables for more information.

12 Thank you for your attention.  Now I'm

13 going to turn the program back to Mr. Koch.

14 MR. KOCH:  I would like to begin the

15 public comment session by introducing our elected

16 officials who wish to comment.

17 First, we'd like to hear from Commissioner

18 Ed Rinehart, Montgomery County.

19 (Applause)

20 MR. RINEHART:  Thank you.  Thank you for

21 all being here tonight.  I just -- my second and

22 third time I've seen all this, you know, and what's

23 going on.  I'm about to go to sleep on you folks.

24 (Laughter)

25 MR. RINEHART:  But, anyway, my -- my part
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 1 right now is getting Segment G done to get the

 2 traffic off of 1384, 14 -- uh, 242, and 1485.  And

 3 it's been a long time coming to get that done, and

 4 we're getting closer and closer all the time.

 5 And I know there's -- there's a lot of

 6 people in here that's dissatisfied with what the way

 7 that, you know, the alignments goes.  But the way

 8 things are right now here -- well, the growth that

 9 we've got out here, it's coming, people, regardless

10 of what Ed Rinehart wants, what Don Campbell

11 wants -- 

12 (Laughter)

13 MR. RINEHART:  -- or what other people in

14 here want.  It's coming, and the growth -- I moved

15 here in 1986, and I thought I'm in good shape.

16 Well, I'm not in good shape if I want to live in the

17 country because we haven't got any more country.  It

18 just keeps growing and growing.  

19 And because one of the things is, is we've

20 got a tremendous amount of raw land still available

21 out here and still about halfway decent price. I

22 guess you could say a halfway decent price

23 because the price of 8 tenths of an acre the other

24 day was $40,000.  I was remembering about 18 -- I

25 mean 1989, I bought 3, almost 4 acres, for $12,000.
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 1 So you can see what the price was.

 2 But the alignment of Segments H and I-1 is

 3 going to be a little bit different than what it was

 4 zoned in Segment G because you're getting in a

 5 heavier population out there with, you know, by

 6 having to dodge the park.  That's going to be

 7 another major deal.  If you got to get away from the

 8 park, because I think it has federal government

 9 rules that -- that you can't get into the park?

10 MR. KOCH:  Yeah.  That's -- that's --

11 that's more difficult.  Yes, sir.

12 MR. RINEHART:  So you got to jump back out

13 and get back on 1485.  

14 I know there are concerns about a couple

15 of churches out there that Brother Ray here in the

16 back said, that we'll have to deal with, you know.

17 And TxDOT seemed -- when we done 13 and 14 and part

18 of 1485 and 1488 was very good to deal with.  You

19 know, they don't give you your fair market price.

20 And that's about all we can ask for is the fair

21 market price.

22 So I'm glad all of you attended tonight to

23 see what's going on.  And you will get to see a lot

24 more of these meetings between now and 2014 and

25 2016.
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 1 So thank all of you for coming out.  You

 2 got some good people to answer just about any kind

 3 of questions that you can ask -- you can ask

 4 tonight.  You'll get an answer to them, I'm pretty

 5 sure.  Thank you, and God bless all of you.

 6 (Applause)

 7 MR. KOCH:  Thank you, Mr. Rinehart.

 8 None of the other elected officials

 9 checked that they would like to speak.  Has anybody

10 changed their mind?  Okay.

11 Now let's begin the public comment

12 section.

13 MS. FRANKS:  You had my name down here.

14 MR. KOCH:  Yes, ma'am.  Did you fill out a

15 card?

16 MS. FRANKS:  I'm Precinct Chair.

17 MR. KOCH:  Precinct Chair?  Okay.  I'm

18 sorry.  Would you like to speak?

19 MS. FRANKS:  (Inaudible).

20 MR. KOCH:  Okay.  Please -- please state

21 your name.

22 MS. FRANKS:  Yes.  My name is Geraldine

23 Franks.  I'm Precinct Chair of 54, and I have been

24 Election Judge, Election Chair for that precinct for

25 18 years.  We moved out here -- we bought our
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 1 property in 1962 and moved out here in January of

 2 '64.  So I've seen many changes.

 3 I just want to tell you that we're not

 4 happy about this.  I talked to Tommy Williams, our

 5 state senator last night -- Tuesday night -- about

 6 this.  And he told me, he said what we need to do is

 7 be here and let y'all know that we are not happy

 8 about this.

 9 Now, we're in a floodplain on

10 (indiscernible) from Kemper Road in H to 1 -- in

11 H and I-1.  In '73, I waded out waist deep at the

12 corner of (indiscernible) and Kemper Road and 1485

13 and got in a boat, and they -- they took me across

14 and couldn't let me out for a good distance across

15 the creek.

16 In '94, I -- whenever Conroe didn't want

17 those fancy houses over in Conroe to get flooded,

18 they emptied all their water down on us.  I had

19 about -- almost 2-foot of water in my house, 4-foot

20 in my garage.  And the people behind my garage had

21 it in their attic.

22 Now I'm sitting right there where that's

23 coming through, and your map out there shows the

24 Spanish Valley is all out there.  So that tells you

25 right there that that's marshy property.
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 1 And there again, we couldn't get out.  My

 2 husband took a picture of 1485.  And when I looked

 3 at it later, I thought I don't -- I don't know where

 4 this river is.  And it dawned on me that it was

 5 (indiscernible) and Kemper Road.

 6 So we already have a flooding problem.

 7 And I know they'll build a retention pond, and I

 8 know where we are, it'll come up above us.  But even

 9 with the retention ponds, it causes flooding.  I've

10 had friends and families in other areas where it's

11 coming through like this, and they've had to move

12 out because of the flooding.

13 And it -- I know you're talking about the

14 noise, that, you know, you're going to have things.

15 It's going to be right next to me, and the noise is

16 going to be bad; and the trash that people throw

17 out.  So those are some of the things.  

18 And like one -- in fact, I've used both of

19 those churches most of the time, East Creek Church

20 where we hold our election.  And the other church we

21 had to use it once when they were under

22 construction.  So this is going to hurt the business

23 along there.

24 We just don't need it, and I appreciate

25 y'all's time.  I know you have a hard job, but I
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 1 think there's other areas that would be better than

 2 this.  Thank you.

 3 (Applause)

 4 MR. KOCH:  Thank you, Geraldine.

 5 Now let's begin the public comment

 6 session.  Raise your hand if you have not already

 7 completed a speaker registration card and would like

 8 to speak tonight.  You will have three minutes to

 9 make your comments.  When I announce your name,

10 please come to the microphone and clearly state your

11 name and whom -- whom you may represent.

12 A timer located on the screen will

13 indicate the beginning of your three minutes.  After

14 three minutes, you will be asked to be seated so the

15 next speaker can make his or her comments.  If you

16 have additional comments, please complete the

17 written comment form provided to you or see the

18 second court reporter located in the open house area

19 who will transcribe your comments longer than three

20 minutes.

21 As mentioned earlier, we will not answer

22 questions during the public comment session.

23 However, we will be available to answer your

24 questions following the close of the hearing.  And

25 now I will call, in the order of the speaker
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 1 registration cards were received, the names of

 2 people who asked to speak.

 3 First off, we'll have Mr. Andy Dill, and

 4 following him will be Reverend Ray Morris.

 5 MR. DILL:  Thank you, sir.

 6 My name is Andy Dill.  I'm president of

 7 the Community of Chamber of Commerce of East

 8 Montgomery County.  I want to say thank you for

 9 being here tonight.  I had the pleasure of being

10 here at Segment G, first public hearing.  And one --

11 one of the things I said, I know there's various

12 opinions about this particular route as you've shown

13 tonight.  

14 But one of the important things is I

15 appreciate it very much your due diligence and all

16 of the work that's been put into choosing an

17 alternative route and a proposed route.  I know you

18 have a very difficult job, and homes and businesses

19 and everything else have to be taken into

20 consideration.

21 And looking at the map all the way around

22 and nearly 40 miles, y'all have done a tremendous

23 job of minimizing that, and I appreciate that very

24 much.  It will have an impact, we know that, on

25 various places along the route.  But we do recognize
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 1 that, and we appreciate your due diligence in making

 2 that selection.

 3 The places on this route are very

 4 important to the continued economic development of

 5 this area and all along the route, especially from

 6 I-10 over in Katy area to I-10 in Mont Belvieu.   

 7 The -- that coupled with the improvements

 8 through Highway 59, hopefully soon Interstate 69

 9 along through the Houston area, we will continue to

10 see great improvement, economic development, new

11 jobs, new opportunities for employment, and our

12 schools continue to be successful.  We appreciate

13 that very much as well, and I thank you for your --

14 your work on this effort.

15 The other thing I would like to say is we

16 will continue to work with you through this process

17 as Chamber in representing the business members who

18 are members of our Chamber and continue to work with

19 you, and at the appropriate time, consider new

20 resolutions and support, or whatever it might be at

21 that time.  Thank you very much.

22 MR. KOCH:  Thank you, Mr. Dill.

23 (Applause)

24 REVEREND MORRIS:  Hello.  My name is Ray

25 Morris.  I'm the pastor of East Creek Baptist
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 1 Church, and I also have a business wedding reception

 2 hall in New Caney.  

 3 And I have several questions.  If you buy

 4 us out, where can we repurchase and rebuild our

 5 homes or our businesses in Montgomery County for

 6 what are you considering a fair market value or will

 7 that drive us out into another county, a different

 8 place to relocate and start our businesses?  

 9 And, also, as a church -- as a pastor of

10 the church -- it will directly impact our church in

11 such a way that we're on a community well, and by

12 your map that it will also engulf the community well

13 that serves our community around us.  And that is

14 one question.

15 Also, is this a part of the 40-year draft

16 that was wrote in Houston as it stated in 1967?

17 Another question is we're already in BTK

18 in the City of Houston, and will this now make us

19 all a part of City of Houston once this Grand

20 Parkway is completed or even before?

21 I notice you said, also, that there will

22 be a bicycle lane along this highway.  And my

23 question is that how are locomotive vehicles not

24 have to have its license, and I'd have to have a tag

25 and an inspection sticker, but we're going to spend
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 1 our federal dollars and county dollars building this

 2 highway?  

 3 But yet for the bicycles riders that are

 4 out there, they have to pay no support for riding up

 5 and down that highway and yet we have to move out of

 6 their way as they are now have rights on our public

 7 highways.  And that's my questions.  Thank you.  

 8 (Applause)

 9 MR. KOCH:  Thank you, Mr. Morris.

10 Okay.  Do we have any more cards?  Did

11 anybody else wish to speak tonight?

12 Okay.  Since this completes the verbal

13 comments, we will close this public hearing.  It is

14 exactly 7:37 p.m.  The hearing is adjourned.  Thank

15 you for your interest and participation this

16 evening.

17 (Public hearing adjourned at 7:38 p.m.) 

18
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 1   PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 2

 3 KATIE McMULLEN:  My name is Katie

 4 McMullen, and my property is very close to where the

 5 Grand Parkway is going to run.  I wanted to know how

 6 close because the map out there, you can't see my

 7 actual house on the satellite.  And it is either

 8 right against or maybe few feet away from where my

 9 well and my backyard and my R.V.s sit.  

10 And that was my main concern, is I just,

11 from the map, I can't tell how close we are, but

12 we're very, very close.  And if I could give them my

13 address so they could actually look it up.  It's 95

14 McMullen Lane in New Caney, 77357.  We're in Harris

15 County, the part that's in Harris County.  

16 Basically, I just want them to check

17 because them out there, they couldn't see -- you

18 couldn't spot my house because the satellite.  And

19 it's either -- it's probably 20 feet away or right

20 across my property.  We don't know.  So I'm mainly

21 just trying to say would you please do further

22 review on my property.  

23 And what about if I give you the account

24 number, would that help?  From Harris County

25 Appraisal District, my account number is
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 1 0420090000260.  And we are at the E L Branham

 2 Abstract 167, Tract 4B-3.  

 3 And that's just my concern.  Nobody out

 4 there could tell me because they can't spot my house

 5 through the trees, cause there's a lot of trees

 6 around us.  So it's either running right up against

 7 where we are or right across the top of me.  

 8 And the concern I have is McMullen Lane,

 9 it dead ends into our driveway, basically.  And so

10 it only shows the actual road on the satellite and

11 not the houses and backyard.  

12 GENE WILLIAMS:  My elderly parents,

13 Freddie and Mary Williams, live on Baptist

14 Encampment Road, and they will be displaced by this

15 proposed Grand Parkway.  They have lived on this

16 homestead since 1957.  They've worked hard and built

17 their home to provide for their family in their

18 early years and to provide a comfortable and secure

19 place for them to spend their retirement years.  

20 They are ages 90 and 84.  They live on a

21 low, fixed income and have major medical conditions.

22 My dad, a World War II veteran, is legally blind.

23 My mother has Alzheimer's.  And the best care for

24 them financially, physically, and emotionally is in

25 their current home.  Relocating them would be
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 1 emotionally and physically traumatic and could very

 2 well jeopardize their health and well-being. 

 3 GERALD HERRING:  Is there any areas of

 4 land that will be kind of -- I'd call them "odd

 5 balls" or that would have a tax exempt status, in

 6 other words, that would be one of the attractions

 7 for someone to buy and build a business on the place

 8 because of some odd or peculiar access to that

 9 property?  Just a question.  

10 PHYLLIS SINGLETON:  I just wanted to make

11 a comment that I live on 1485 East and probably in

12 the affected area where the road will come through

13 my property. 

14 But I just wanted to leave a comment that

15 I thought it will be a good thing because I think

16 that East Montgomery County has really been

17 stagnated.  And I think this will bring a lot of

18 growth and opportunities to the area that's much

19 needed.  And so I support the project, and I really

20 think it will be a good thing. .

21 I have lived there for almost 25 years,

22 and it's just a growing increased concern of the

23 number of accidents on 1485, and it's just -- I've

24 had two myself and had a couple with my family

25 members.  
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 1 So I think it will be a good thing.  It's

 2 just too much traffic out there.  It's getting very

 3 congested, and it's very dangerous.  And the only

 4 thing that I see bad about the whole project is that

 5 it isn't happening soon enough.

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



 

 

SECTION 9 

 

 

 

 

 

 























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































 1 

Responses to Comments on the Segments H and I-1 DEIS 
 

The Public Comment period for Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 was open from June 24, 2011 to September 21, 2011.  During this time, the public was 
invited to submit comments verbally, in written format, or by e-mail.  The Segments H and I-1 Public Hearing was conducted on August 9 and August 11, 2011 to 
present the project and solicit verbal comments.  The Segments H and I-1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) was circulated to federal, state, and local 
agencies during this period for review, and was made available to the public at the following seven locations:  

1. Grand Parkway Association, 4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222, Houston, TX 77027; 

2. Texas Department of Transportation, 7600 Washington Ave., Houston, TX 77007; 

3. Houston Public Library, (Texas Room) 500 McKinney, Houston, TX 77002; 

4. Crosby Library, 135 Hare Road, Crosby TX 77532; 

5. Montgomery County Library, R.B. Tullis Branch, 21569 US 59, New Caney, TX 77357; 

6. Jones Public Library, 801 South Cleveland Street #A, Dayton TX 77535; 

7. West Chambers County Library, 10616 Eagle Drive, Baytown TX 77520. 

In addition, hard copies or CDs of the document were available by request for a fee, and the document was free to view at the website www.grandpky.com.  All 
comments were considered by the Study Team and project decision-makers.   

The tables below present 1) a list of commenters along with letter-number references for each comment made by that commenter, and 2) comments received 
along with responses from the Grand Parkway Association (GPA) in coordination with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA).   

Copies of the original comments are included at the end of this volume.  To find a commenter’s original comment (in the form of a transcript for verbal comments, 
a print-out for emails, or a photocopy for letters), cross-reference the commenter’s name (listed alphabetically in Table 1 below) with his or her assigned 
“Commenter Number.”  This Commenter Number is placed within a box at the beginning of the comment copy located at the end of this volume.  For organizing 
responses (Table 2 below), comments were categorized into one of seven categories, as follows: 

A. Project Need and Purpose  
B. Alternatives 
C. Socioeconomic Issues 
D. Natural and Physical Environmental Issues 
E. Indirect and Cumulative Effects 
F. Environmental Documentation 
G. General 
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Table 1. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Commenter Index 

Last Name First Name Representing 
Written or 

Verbal 
Commenter Number 

Comment(s) Made1 
(See Table 2 for Responses) 

Beltran Gabino & Sandra Self E-mail 55 C4 

Biggs Heather Galveston Baykeeper E-mail 49 C5, D14 

Blanchard Diane Freddie & Mary Williams E-mail 47 C1 

Boecher Peter Family Written  12 B10 

Brown Norman 
Commissioner Liberty County 

Precinct 4 
Verbal 15 G5 

Caul Carol Self E-mail 48 A4, A5 

Cedeno Linda Self E-mail 50 C1 

Chachere Brad Self Verbal 16 C1, C3, D1, D4 

Chachere L. J. Self Verbal 17 C1, C3, D1, D4 

Chachere L. J. Family Written 13 C1, C3, D1, D4 

Chachere L. R. Self Written 25 B6, C1, D3 

Chachere Luke Self Verbal 18 C1, C3, D1, D4, G9 

Chachere Matt Self Written 27 B6 

Chachere Rob Self Verbal 33 C1, C3, D1, D4 

Chancey Mary Self Written 2 C2 

Collins Jeff Self E-mail 56 F1 

Cotter Chris Self Written 28 A2 

Crane Dwight Self Written 6 C1 

Damek  Oliver Self Written 5 B11, B10 

Dill Andy 
East Montgomery County Chamber of 

Commerce 
Verbal 34 G12 

Franks Geraldine Montgomery County Precinct Chair Verbal 35 G11 

Foster Glenn & Debbie Harlin Schaeffer E-mail 52 B12 

Garrett T.W. City of Plum Grove Written 9 A6 

Graves Julie Self Written 1 B1, B2 

Harlin Schaeffer Self E-mail 53 B12 

Hebert Orin & Valerie Selves Written 22 B3 

Herring Gerald Self Verbal 36 C1 

Holder Kathie Self Written 58 B8 
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Table 1. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Commenter Index 

Last Name First Name Representing 
Written or 

Verbal 
Commenter Number 

Comment(s) Made1 
(See Table 2 for Responses) 

Holzer Robin Citizens Transportation Coalition Written 10 A4, B4, B5, B16, F2, E1, E2, D20, D13, D14 

Hunold H. W. Self Written 30 B9 

Hutcheson Susan Self E-mail 57 G4 

Klimitchek Randall Self Verbal 37 C1 

Legget Judy Harlin Schaeffer E-mail 54 B12 

Maguire Charles 
Texas Commission on Environmental 

Quality 
Written 14 D15 

Mannchen Brandt Sierra Club Verbal 38 G6, G7, G8 

Mannchen  Brandt Sierra Club Written 3 
A4, A7, B4, B5, C5, C7, C12, F2, G14, G15, G16, 
E1, E2, E3, E4, E5,  D20, D13, D14, F3, F4 

McMullen Katie Self Verbal 39 G13 

Messer Daniel Self Written 24 C3 

Morris Ray Peach Creek Baptist Church Verbal 40 C1 

Otto John House of Representatives District 18 Written 7 B7, B11 

Rinehart Ed Commissioner Montgomery County Verbal 41 G10 

Singleton Phyllis Self Verbal 42 A3 

Smith Rhonda 
U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency 
Written 20 D22, D23, D24, G15, E2, E3, E4, E5, G16 

Speer Bill Self Verbal 43 B10 

Speer Gordon Self Verbal 44 B10 

Spencer Stephen Department of the Interior Written 19 D16, D17 

Stoesser Mark Self Written 32 D1, D6, D7, D11, D12 

StPe Lois Self Written 4 B16 

Tate Jack HF Cypress Bayou LP Written 8 B14 

Trietsch Gary Self Written 23 A1 

Turner Joe City of Houston Parks and Recreation Written 11 B15 

Turner  Amy Texas Parks and Wildlife Department Written 21 D18, D25, D26, D27, D28, D29, D30, D31 

Wakefield Chris Self E-mail 51 B12 

Walker Robert & Nannette Selves Written 26 B7, C1 

Walker Nannette Self Verbal 45 C1, C3, D1, D4, G9 
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Table 1. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Commenter Index 

Last Name First Name Representing 
Written or 

Verbal 
Commenter Number 

Comment(s) Made1 
(See Table 2 for Responses) 

Williams Gene Freddie & Mary Williams Verbal 46 C1 

Wright Vickie Self Written 31 C1 

Wycoff William Self Written 29 A3 

Notes: 
1 Each of the “Comment(s) Made” corresponds to a comment category and number shown in the far left column of Table 2.  The letter (A through G) equals the category (e.g., “Need for and Purpose of the Project”), 
and the number equals the comment within that category. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

A Need for and Purpose of the Project  

A1 
Commenter states that Segments H and I-1 are needed to provide 
another evacuation route and another route north out of the Port of 
Houston. 

Comment acknowledged. 

A2 

Commenter states that Segments H and I-1 should be built as soon 
as possible and to allow a private developer to finance, build and 
operate the facility.  The project is important to the economic 
development of East Montgomery County. 

Comment acknowledged. 

A3 
Commenter is in favor and prefers controlled development that a 
planned road will foster.  This will help provide an additional 
hurricane evacuation route from Baytown and points east. 

Comment acknowledged. 

A4 

Commenter does not see the need for the project and it doesn’t 
warrant the negative impacts associated with construction of the 
Grand Parkway. 

Segments H and I-1 have been identified by the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-
GAC), in their 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) as a needed project to improve 
the Houston region’s mobility.  The need for and purpose of the Grand Parkway, in 
general, and Segments H and I-1, specifically, are addressed in Chapter I of Volumes I 
of this FEIS.  As noted in the FHWA publication, "The Importance of Purpose and Need 
in Environmental Documents" (September 18, 1990), the need and purpose in an EIS 
"…establishes why the agency is proposing to spend large amounts of taxpayers' 
money while at the same time causing significant environmental impacts.”  The need 
and purpose section explains that the “expenditure of funds is necessary and 
worthwhile and that the priority the project is being given relative to other needed 
highway projects is warranted.  In addition, although environmental impacts are 
expected to be caused by the project, the purpose and need section should justify the 
unavoidable impacts based on the project's importance.”  

A5 
Commenter is concerned that the DEIS does not address the Trans-
Texas Corridor. 

TxDOT has selected the no-build option for the Trans-Texas Corridor. 

A6 
Resolution No. 3013 of the City of Plum Grove, Texas in support of 
Segments H and I-1. 

Comment acknowledged. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

A7 

Commenter is concerned that the project does not consider the 
needs of the public or is in the public’s best interest. 

Segments H and I-1 of the Grand Parkway is needed because there are inefficient 
connections between suburban communities and major radial roadways, the current 
and future transportation demand exceeds capacity, many roadways within the study 
area of Segments H and I-1 have a high accident rate, and there is an increasing 
strain on transportation infrastructure from population and economic growth.  
Additionally, there are three key points to remember relative to the purpose and need 
section of an EIS. It should be:  
1. Justification of why the improvement must be implemented;  
2. As comprehensive and specific as possible; and,  
3. Reexamined and updated as appropriate throughout the project 
development process” (http://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/ projdev/tdmneed.asp).  
 

As noted in both Volumes I and II of the Segments H and I-1 FEIS, the purpose of the 
Grand Parkway is to build a 180-mile circumferential route around Houston. The need 
for the project is based on both regional and local transportation deficiencies and 
goals. The local deficiencies and goals are addressed on a segment- by-segment 
basis based on established independent utility for each segment. Segments H and I-1 
supports the overall purpose of the Grand Parkway and supports the same purpose 
relevant to transportation needs specific to Montgomery, Harris, Liberty and Chambers 
Counties (see Volume I Chapter 1"Need and Purpose”] of the FEIS). In accordance 
with FHWA’s Technical Advisory T 6640.8A - Guidance for Preparing and Processing 
Environmental and Section 4(f) Documents, the Alternatives Analysis presented 
explains the evaluation of possible corridors within which alternatives and alignments 
were ultimately developed.  

B Alternatives  

B1 

Commenter would like the route of SH 99 located the furthest away 
from Dayton and has purchased surrounding land to stay rural.  
Additionally, commenter asks if the SH 146 expansion was taken 
into consideration for hurricane evacuation purposes. 

Chapter 2 of this FEIS details the alternatives analysis process in selecting the 
Preferred Alternative.  Alternatives further west of Dayton than the Preferred were 
analyzed in the DEIS and eliminated from further study due to impacts associated with 
the floodplain of Cedar Bayou.  The purpose of Segments H and I-1 is to provide an 
additional Hurricane evacuation route that avoids traffic congestion through rural cities. 

B2 
Commenter asks how are individuals whose homes lie within a 1 to 2 
mile radius from SH 99 compensated for noise, traffic, and pollution. 

Chapter 4 of this FEIS details the impacts associated with the Preferred Alternative.  
Indirect impacts associated with the Preferred Alternative include impacts that could 
occur outside of the proposed right of way and are detailed in Chapter 5 of this FEIS. 

B3 
Commenter is happy with the B2 route, which will by-pass property 
on CR 602 in Dayton. 

Comment Acknowledged. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

B4 

Commenter recommends mass transit such as rail and/or improving 
existing roadways instead, which will help reduce congestion. 

Chapter 2 (Transportation Mode Study) of the Alternatives Analysis in Volume I of the 
FEIS includes assessment of Transportation System Management (TSM), 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM), and mass transit alternatives.  These 
transit alternatives do not adequately address the need for and purpose of the project.  
However, potential rail transit projects listed in the 2035 RTP along the radial freeways 
that represent the project termini of the Grand Parkway may benefit from 
improvements to circumferential roadway travel.  The Grand Parkway could facilitate 
commuter use of park-and-ride lots associated with future rail transit.  

Both the No-Build and Build Alternatives include all roadway-widening projects 
planned in the 2035 RTP.  Traffic analyses show that without the Grand Parkway, the 
need for and purpose of the project would not be met.   

B5 

Commenter is concerned that the Grand Parkway will not improve 
traffic congestion problems in the area and may make them worse. 

A comparison of the Build Alternative versus No-Build Alternative relative to existing 
and future traffic volumes in the area is presented in Chapter 2 Volume I in the DEIS.  
Almost all of the arterial and collector facilities are expected to see a decrease in traffic 
volumes in 2019 and 2039 once Segments H and I-1 of the Grand Parkway is 
constructed, as this portion of the freeway is expected to divert travelers from slower, 
more congested roadways.   

Because the Grand Parkway will be on new alignment, the disruption to existing traffic 
should be minimal because the majority of the construction activity will be along the 
new roadway. 

B6 

Commenter is concerned with how route was chosen and if local 
county officials were involved. 

Chapter 2 of the DEIS details the alternatives development process and the selection 
of the Recommended Alternative.  Meetings with agencies and elected officials were 
held throughout the alternatives development process and are documented in Chapter 
8 of the DEIS.   
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

B7 

Commenter asks when the definite route of the Grand Parkway 
through Liberty County will be known. 

The DEIS document shown at the public hearing discusses the Recommended 
Alternative that was chosen as a result of the analysis performed in the DEIS.  Public 
comments from the public hearing will be taken into consideration and any necessary 
revisions to the Recommended Alternative route will be made as the outcome of 
addressing the public comments.  The Recommended Alternative route with any 
necessary revisions will then become the Preferred Alternative route that will be 
studied in detail in the FEIS.  Once the FEIS is approved and a Record of Decision is 
made by the Federal Highway Administration, the route then becomes the approved 
route and property acquisition can begin.  The earliest that this is expected to occur is 
in 2014.  

B8 
Commenter asks if access will be provided to Segments H and I-1 
from FM 2100 to go south on the Grand Parkway. 

Design of the Preferred Alternative alignment will accommodate access at existing 
roadways including FM 2100. 

B9 Commenter states that they have no objections to the route. Comment acknowledged. 

B10 
Commenter is concerned with the alignment and the lack of access 
to large remainder parcels for agriculture equipment to continue 
serving existing farmland. 

Cross street access and future thoroughfare access will continue to be accommodated 
as needed on Segments H and I-1, as was done for other segments of the Grand 
Parkway. 

B11 

Commenter is concerned that the Segments H and I-1 alignment 
avoids the area of the Cox Road Landfill.  The commenter provided 
information indicating that the contamination at the landfill is 
contained to the landfill site.  Commenter prefers an alignment that is 
closer to property lines to the west along Cox Road. 

The Preferred Alternative in the FEIS is a result of the revision of the DEIS 
Recommended Alternative Alignment.  The Preferred alignment is located along the 
western property line and parallel to Cox Road. 

B12 
Commenter is concerned with the access ramp at IH 10 interfering 
with entry to the driveway of four homes. 

The Preferred Alternative in the FEIS accommodates and maintains existing access to 
properties.  Re-alignment of the driveway would be considered as a part of the design 
of the Preferred Alternative. 

B13 
Commenter owns land along B-1 portion of the reasonable 
alternatives and prefers a route closer to Houston. 

Reasonable alternatives consisting of B-1 were not selected as the Recommended 
Alternative in the DEIS.  The Recommended Alternative in the DEIS consists of B-2, 
which is closer to Houston. 

B14 

Commenter proposes that alignment be located 2,500 feet north to 
avoid leaving 300-foot wide strip of unusable land.  Property owner 
wishes to donate this land for the right-of-way of Segments H and I-
1. 

The Preferred Alternative in the FEIS accommodates and maintains existing access to 
properties.  Re-alignment would be considered as a part of the design of the Preferred 
Alternative. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

B15 

City of Houston Parks Department requests that the alignment of 
Segments H and I-1 be designed to produce maximum continuous 
frontage along Lake Houston Park’s northern property line.  The City 
also requests that the bridge over Peach Creek be extended 
eastward to include an overpass at the current park entrance and for 
south access lanes to be available from the eastbound lanes of the 
parkway to the entrance of the park and that lanes continue 
eastward to provide eastbound access onto the parkway from the 
park entrance. 

The Preferred Alternative in the FEIS accommodates and maintains existing access to 
properties.  The Preferred Alternative in the FEIS is a result of the revision of the DEIS 
Recommended Alternative Alignment and is located on the south side of FM 1485 
along the northern boundary of Lake Houston Park.  The design of the Preferred 
Alternative would accommodate the existing access at Lake Houston Park. 

B16 

Commenter is opposed to the Grand Parkway being a toll facility. Because funding sources for a non-tolled Grand Parkway facility are not available, the 
non-tolled alternative is no longer viable, and therefore it is not necessary to carry it 
forward for further evaluation in the DEIS or the FEIS.  The No-Build Alternative 
remains the yardstick against which the Build Alternative (i.e., a tolled facility) is 
measured. 

C Socioeconomic Issues  

C1 

Commenter is concerned about their property being taken and how 
he/she will be compensated for the loss of their property. 

Every effort is made to avoid and/or minimize impacts to both the natural and human 
environment and, often times, it is a balancing act between the two.   

TxDOT offers relocation counseling and financial assistance to residences and 
businesses that are displaced by the acquisition of highway ROW in accordance with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (PL 
91-646).  Once it has been determined that a structure must be acquired in order to 
construct the highway, the property owner and/or tenant is contacted by a relocation 
counselor who provides information on exactly what benefits for which the 
owner/tenant is eligible and who assists the owner/tenant in applying for those 
benefits.  In general, the relocation counselor will provide listings of comparable 
housing, transportation to inspect the housing (especially for elderly and handicapped 
persons), and referrals to other agencies that provide assistance for relocated 
persons. The same general process will apply if it is determined that a commercial 
business structure must be acquired in order to construct the highway.  In general 
terms, the residence or business will be appraised and a fair market value price will be 
offered.  Improvements made to the property or business will also be taken into 
consideration during the acquisition process. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

 

C3 
Commenter is concerned with provisions for land that becomes land 
locked with no access as a result of the Grand Parkway. 

See response to Comment C2.  Provisions will be provided to compensate for or 
provide access to land in order to prevent it from becoming land locked. 

C4 

Commenter is concerned that a notice was mailed out notifying 
neighbor that he has to move due to the Grand Parkway 

No notices have been mailed out by TxDOT notifying anyone that they need to move 
due to the Grand Parkway.  The only notices that have been mailed out were 
notifications of the public hearing and availability of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement. 

 

C5 
Commenter is concerned with environmental justice and the number 
of displacements within one low-income census tract. 

See Sections 3.2.1 and 4.2.1 of the FEIS for detailed census information for the study 
area which includes other low-income census tracts. 

C6 
Commenter is concerned the Grand Parkway will ruin homes and 
subdivisions in the area. 

Direct, indirect, and cumulative effects to homes and subdivisions are provided in 
Sections 4.3 and 5.3, Volume II in the FEIS. 

C7 

Commenter is concerned about reduced quality of life. 

 

There is essentially no difference between the No-Build and Build scenarios with 
respect to the amount of expected development.  For more detail on the future with or 
without the Grand Parkway and associated cumulative effects that could diminish 
quality of life, please see the indirect and cumulative effects analyses in Volume I, 
Chapters 5 and 6. 

C8 
Commenter is concerned about property values. 

 

Further discussion on property values has been added to the FEIS.  See the FEIS 
Volume I, Chapter 4 (Land Use). 

C9 
Commenter is concerned about their property being taken and how 
he/she will be compensated for the loss of their property. 

See response to Comment C2. 

C10 

Commenter concerned the Grand Parkway will prevent ingress and 
egress within his/her subdivision. 

The Grand Parkway would improve safety on existing study area roadways as 
through-traffic is diverted to the proposed limited access facility.  Access to and from 
any existing development (e.g., commercial, business, residential, farm, etc.) would be 
provided and maintained before, during, and after construction. 

C11 
Commenter moved to the area to be in the country, enjoy the scenic 
beauty and wildlife, and avoid freeways, city life, and associated 
problems. 

See response to Comment C7. 

C12 

Commenter is concerned how the Grand Parkway will affect 
evacuation routes. 

As established by Minute Order No. 82325 on October 25, 1984, the Grand Parkway 
would provide an additional hurricane and emergency evacuation route for the greater 
Houston area.  Furthermore, the Grand Parkway is included in the H-GAC 2035 RTP 
as an emergency evacuation route for major storms, hurricanes, or chemical spills.   
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

C13 

“With the road 40 feet or less from my home, as well as cars and 
trucks traveling at 50, 60, and 70 mph, the potential for accidents 
increases significantly.  No barriers are offered to keep cars or trucks 
from coming on to our property or possibly hitting our house.” 

The outside edge of the main lanes of the Grand Parkway are planned to be over 140 
feet away from the ROW line.  This distance exceeds the 30-foot minimum distance to 
horizontal obstructions mandated by TxDOT for freeway design. 

In frontage road and ramp sections, the edge of the traveled lanes is a minimum of 15 
feet from the ROW line.  In places where the roadway will be 15 feet from the ROW 
line, a curb-and-gutter section will be used.  This distance exceeds the 10-foot 
minimum distance to horizontal obstructions mandated by TxDOT for a curb-and-
gutter ramp / frontage road. 

D Natural and Physical Environmental Issues  

D1 

Commenter is concerned with drainage of land and drainage canals. Final design of the Preferred Alternative Alignment will include final drainage and 
mitigation analyses, which will be reviewed by regulatory agencies to confirm that 
adequate measures have been taken to ensure that floodplain encroachment does not 
increase the risk of flooding to adjacent property.   

All structures will be designed according to FHWA and TxDOT standards.  In 
accordance with these standards, the roadway is being designed in such a way that 
there is a net zero effect on existing drainage patterns and systems.  Any impacts to 
existing storm water detention areas would need to be offset by compensatory 
mitigation somewhere else, possibly within the limits of the proposed ROW.  Mitigation 
of impacts includes Best Management Practices (BMPs) during construction and 
detention facilities to offset increased flows. 

Existing public drainage canals will be accommodated and incorporated into the final 
design of the Preferred Alternative. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

D2 

Commenter is concerned that the increased truck traffic exhaust will 
endanger the health of those living in the area, especially children. 

Analysis of Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) indicates that a substantial decrease in 
MSAT emissions can be expected for both the Build and No-Build future cases (2019 
and 2039) versus the base year (2007).  Even accounting for anticipated increases in 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) and varying degrees of efficiency of vehicle operation, 
total MSAT emissions in Segments H and I-1 are expected to decrease by 
approximately 81 percent by 2039 compared with 2007 levels. This reduction is due in 
large part to the implementation of EPA’s new motor vehicle emission control 
standards. For further information please refer to Volume I, Chapter 4. Results were 
calculated using the EPA MOBILE6.2 model (see Appendix E for detailed 
methodology), which does not include the emission reductions associated with EPA's 
2007 final rule, “Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants from Mobile Sources" as 
published in the Federal Register (EPA, 2007a). 

D3 
Commenter is concerned with how the proposed roadway will affect 
the environment. 

Refer to Chapter4 of the FEIS for the environmental impacts associated with the 
Preferred Alternative.  

D4 

Commenter asks if access ramps will give consideration to the width 
and size of agricultural machinery. 

The outside edge of the main lanes of the Grand Parkway are planned to be over 140 
feet away from the ROW line.  This distance exceeds the 30-foot minimum distance to 
horizontal obstructions mandated by TxDOT for freeway design. 

In frontage road and ramp sections, the edge of the traveled lanes is a minimum of 15 
feet from the ROW line.  In places where the roadway will be 15 feet from the ROW 
line, a curb-and-gutter section will be used.  This distance exceeds the 10-foot 
minimum distance to horizontal obstructions mandated by TxDOT for a curb-and-
gutter ramp / frontage road. 

D5 

Commenter asked if a noise barrier would be constructed on their 
property. 

Upon approval of a Preferred Alternative Alignment, a detailed noise analysis will be 
completed.  The detailed analysis will predict future noise levels and identify possible 
noise impacts.  The noise impacts will be evaluated for mitigation, of which the 
potential use of a noise barrier is one option.  A preliminary noise barrier must be 
determined both feasible (reduce noise by a least 5 dBA) and reasonable (should not 
exceed $25,000 per each benefited receiver) before being proposed for incorporation 
into the project.  The final decision to construct any proposed noise barrier will be 
made upon completion of the project design and the public involvement process. 

D6 

Commenter states that migrating waterfowl including ducks, geese, 
sandhill cranes, and whooping cranes have roosted on his/her 
property. 

Avoidance and minimization of known natural resources was considered during the 
alternatives analysis process.  Comments from the public hearing will be taken into 
consideration for the analysis of the Preferred Alternative in the FEIS.  On the ground 
surveys for threatened and endangered species will be performed for the proposed 
right of way of the Preferred Alternative.  If these species or their habitat is found, all 
necessary steps will be taken to avoid and minimize impacts.  
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

D7 
Commenter states that nesting bald eagles are present on his/her 
property. 

See response to comment D6. 

D8 

The DOI stated, “We also support the development of a mitigation 
plan for unavoidable impacts to both adjacent and isolated wetlands, 
as described in the DEIS.”   

The GPA is working with the USACE to avoid and minimize wetland impacts.  See 
Chapter 7(Mitigation and Permits), Volume I in the FEIS for mitigation commitments.  
Issuance of a Section 404 permit will not be sought until further design is complete to 
allow for a complete Section 404 permit package, including the mitigation plan, which 
will not occur until after issuance of a (Record of Decision) ROD.  However, the public 
will be afforded an opportunity to comment on the issuance of the Section 404 permit.  
This opportunity is via the Secretary of the Army acting through the Chief of Engineers 
with the USACE.  The USACE will post a notice and opportunity for public hearings on 
the issuance of Section 404 permits for the Grand Parkway for the discharge of 
dredged or fill material into waters of the United States at specified sites. 

D9 

The DOI notes that it is important that a mechanism be included in 
project planning so that updated threatened and endangered species 
information is gathered and reviewed periodically until initiation of 
construction. 

A mechanism for updating threatened and endangered species is included in the 
mitigation commitments presented in Chapter 7, Volume I in the FEIS. 

D10 

The DOI noted that since much of the ROW consists of forested 
uplands, it recommends that off-site wetland mitigation options 
include surrounding upland forest (not prairie) restoration and/or 
efforts to ensure sufficient hydrology for any constructed or acquired 
wetland habitat. 

The DOI is requesting mitigation of upland forest impacts.  There are currently no 
regulated compensatory mitigation requirements for upland forests.  However, for 
unavoidable impacts, a detailed mitigation and monitoring plan, approved by the 
USACE, TPWD, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ), and other 
reviewing agencies for regulatory and non-regulatory resources, will be developed 
during the Section 404 permitting phase of the project and before the issuance or as a 
condition of the ROD.  Sufficient hydrology to drive compensatory forested wetland 
restoration, creation, preservation, and/or enhancement will be specifically addressed 
in a detailed compensatory mitigation plan. 

D11 
Commenter states that there are unmarked burial graves located on 
his/her property. 

Comment acknowledged.  On the ground surveys will be performed for the Preferred 
Alternative in the FEIS to determine if any graves are present within the proposed right 
of way. 

D12 

Commenter states that irrigation wells, irrigation canals, and roads 
are located on his/her property that would be impacted by the 
project. 

Comment acknowledged.  Consideration of existing roads, canals and drainage 
features will be included into the design of the Preferred Alternative. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

D13 
Commenter is concerned increased growth due to the Grand 
Parkway impacting soils and farmland. 

See Section 5.3.4 of the FEIS for indirect impacts to soils and farmlands. 

D14 

Commenter is concerned with cumulative impacts to all wetlands 
and waters and that additional considerations should be placed on 
new research that states that freshwater wetlands in the Houston – 
Galveston Region are declining faster than any other area. 

An evaluation of indirect and cumulative effects has been included with the Segments 
H and I-1 FEIS (Volume I, Section 5 and Volume I, Section 6).  Based on the results of 
the expert panel exercise completed in the cumulative and indirect growth analysis, 
there is essentially no difference between the No Build and Build scenarios with 
respect to the amount of predicted development. Differences were revealed with 
respect to the density of development and fabric of land uses (the location of "office 
park" type facilities, for example). The Expert Panel found that both with and without 
the proposed project, build-out is nearly 90 percent in the time window evaluated for 
the project (2039).  Parks, wetlands, and floodplains are regulated, and these 
regulations can and do require mitigation in most cases for impacts. With regard to 
indirect development associated with the Grand Parkway, any construction or 
development in a floodplain must be coordinated with the county. As indirect 
development occurs, the developers themselves will be responsible for mitigating any 
effects their development has on the local drainage patterns in accordance with local 
drainage policies. 

D15 
TCEQ  requests that an approved jurisdictional determination of 
waters of the U.S. or a preliminary jurisdictional determination be 
included in the EIS. 

A preliminary jurisdictional determination is included with the wetland delineation of the 
Preferred Alternative in the FEIS. 

D16 
DOI recommends coordination with the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund.   

Coordination with the L&WCF is included in the FEIS for the Preferred Alternative. 

D17 

DOI stated that there may be indirect impacts to parklands and a de 
minimus effect on the historic Dayton Canal.  DOI cannot concur that 
there is no feasible or prudent alternative to the preferred alternative 
selected in the document. 

 

 

 

A 4(f) de minimus effect is included in the FEIS for Lake Houston Park. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

D18 
TPWD is concerned that the 218 acres of riverine wetlands within 
the study area are not referenced in Chapter 4. 

Riverine wetlands discussed in Section 3.7.3 are not impacted by the reasonable 
alternatives, but are located within the study area. 

D19 

Commenter is concerned about impacts to wetlands, wildlife, and 
habitat. 

See Section 4.10 (Wetlands and Vegetative Communities) and Section 4.11 (Wildlife), 
Volume II in the FEIS for discussions of impacts to wildlife and habitat, including 
aquatic habitat and forest communities.  Impacts to the natural environment have been 
first avoided and then minimized to the extent feasible and practicable as balanced 
with other impacts to the economic and cultural environments. 

For unavoidable impacts, a detailed mitigation and monitoring plan, approved by the 
USACE, TPWD, TCEQ, and other reviewing agencies for regulatory and non-
regulatory resources, will be developed during the Section 404 permitting phase of the 
project and before construction.  

Issuance of a Section 404 permit will not be sought until further design is complete to 
allow for a complete Section 404 permit package including the mitigation plan, which 
will not occur until after issuance of a ROD.  However, the public will be afforded an 
opportunity to comment on the issuance of the Section 404 permit.  This opportunity is 
via the Secretary of the Army acting through the Chief of Engineers with the USACE.  
The USACE will post a notice and opportunity for public hearings on the issuance of 
Section 404 permits for the Grand Parkway for the discharge of dredged or fill material 
into waters of the United States at specified sites. 

D20 

Commenter is concerned about water quality and water pollution. Water quality issues are addressed in Section 4.6, Volume I in the FEIS.  As noted in 
the Section 3.7, Volume I in the FEIS, the development of the Preferred Alternative 
Alignment, as well as impacts and activities associated with it, must be in compliance 
with Sections 404, 401, and 402 of the Clean Water Act (CWA), and Executive Order 
11990 (Protection of Wetlands).  The Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(TPDES) permit requires the preparation and implementation of a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

Additional coordination with Harris, Montgomery, Liberty, and Chambers Counties 
local governments relative to storm water runoff pollution prevention may also be 
required prior to project construction.   
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

D21 

Commenter concerned about the safety of hazardous materials 
being transported on the Grand Parkway and what will be done in 
the event of an accident involving hazardous materials. 

The Hazardous Materials Transportation Act of 1975 (HMTA) is the major 
transportation-related statute affecting transportation of hazardous cargoes.  In 1990, 
USDOT comprehensively revised the Hazardous Materials Regulations.    

The Texas Department of Public Safety carries out and enforces federal and state 
regulations governing the transport of hazardous materials, as well as the procedures 
for the mitigation of hazardous material transportation emergencies.  The Texas 
Department of Public Safety is responsible for on-site coordination of transportation 
emergencies for all unincorporated areas and may assume the on-site coordination 
role within cities when requested to do so by local government.   

D22 

The following recommendations relative to streams were provided by 
EPA: 

“1.  The goal of the design should be to make the highway “invisible” 
to the streams.  The best way to do this is to build a span bridge.  
This should be done for all perennial streams.  To avoid floodplain 
impacts, crossings should span the entire stream corridor where 
possible.” 

“2.  Any floodplain mitigation areas should not be constructed within 
forested wetland or riparian areas.  Detention/retention basins, if 
needed, should be constructed in non-forested uplands.” “3.  Where 
channel work is needed, it should be kept to the minimum 
necessary.  Precautions should be taken to avoid creating a situation 
which would encourage head-cutting.  In particular, channel grades 
at the culverts and bridges should remain at their existing levels.” 

“4.  If a series of box culverts is installed to carry high flows, the 
stream will try to recreate a low flow channel.  In this process, some 
of the box culverts built at the same elevation may become clogged 
with sediment and debris over time.  To minimize this, one culvert 
should be designed to handle frequent flows (i.e., “bankfull”), and 
others should be at higher elevations for less frequent events.” 

“5.  Minimize impacts to the riparian corridor, especially forested 
areas.  For new crossings, already cleared areas in the floodplain 
should be used when possible.” 

“6.  To reduce the width of impact, avoid clearing the entire right-of-
way through the riparian area or floodplain.  Only clear what is 
needed for construction and access.  Also consider using barricades  

See response to D24 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

D22 

(cont.) 

in the median to separate lanes so the median can be reduced.  Also  

avoid constructing feeder roads across floodplains.  Road crossings 
should be perpendicular to the channel.” 

“7.  Minimize impacts to the creek banks (soil and vegetation).  
Stabilize and replant disturbed banks as soon as construction at that 
point is finished.” 

“8.  All best management practices should be used to minimize 
erosion of banks and bare soil, and siltation of streams.  Bare soil 
should be stabilized and revegetated as soon as possible.  Hay 
bales and silt fences should be inspected and repaired as needed 
after each rainfall event that creates runoff.  All silt fences should be 
parallel to contours.  Long and steep slopes may need multiple rows 
of fencing.” 

“9.  Wetlands or forested floodplain should not be used for staging or 
storage areas or for borrow areas.” 

 

 

See Response to D24. 

D23 
The EPA is concerned that reasonable alternative was carried 
forward in the DEIS that did not connect to the adjacent Segment G 
approved alignment. 

Logical termini for Segments H and I-1 are US 59 (N) and IH 10 (E).  All possible 
alternatives were examined as a part of the alternatives analysis for independent utility 
of Segments H and I-1. 

D24 

“EPA recommends that the applicant work with the resource 
agencies to develop an adequate mitigation plan after it has been 
determined that the least damaging practicable alternative has been 
selected, all efforts to avoid and minimize impacts have occurred, 
and that only unavoidable impacts remain.” 

“In summary, we recommend that FHWA take into consideration all 
wetlands in the project area, whether jurisdictional or not, for 
purposes of alternatives and compensatory mitigation.  Although 
application of such presumptions would result in more wetland 
protection than legally required, this approach would still be entirely 
consistent with the intent and goals of NEPA.” 

The EPA’s recommendations and requirements have been incorporated into the 
project and are part of the mitigation commitments for unavoidable impacts to streams 
and wetlands.  In addition, the GPA is working with the USACE to avoid and minimize 
wetland impacts.  See Section 7 (Mitigation and Permitting), Volume I in the FEIS for 
mitigation commitments.Issuance of a Section 404 permit will not be sought until 
further design is complete to allow for a complete Section 404 permit package, 
including the mitigation plan, which will not occur until after issuance of a ROD.  
However, the public will be afforded an opportunity to comment on the issuance of the 
Section 404 permit.  This opportunity is via the Secretary of the Army acting through 
the Chief of Engineers with the USACE.  The USACE will post a notice and 
opportunity for public hearings on the issuance of Section 404 permits for the Grand 
Parkway for the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United States at 
specified sites. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

D25 
 

TPWD is concerned with impacts to the 100-year floodplain and 
does not support projects with adverse impacts to floodplains. 

All structures will be designed according to FHWA and TxDOT 
standards. In accordance with these standards, the roadway is being 
designed in such a way that there is a net zero effect on existing 
drainage patterns and systems. Any impacts to existing storm water 
detention areas would need to be offset by compensatory mitigation 
somewhere else, possibly within the limits of the proposed ROW. 
Mitigation of impacts includes best management practices (BMPs) 
during construction and detention facilities to offset increased flows.  

D26 
TPWD is concerned with the conversion of park land to 
transportation use and will provide input under a separate letter. 

Comment acknowledged 

D27 

TPWD recommends that if ground or water disturbing activities are 
to occur in or near an ecologically significant stream segment 
(ESSS), then every effort should be undertaken to preserve the 
biological, hydrological, aquatic life and aesthetic qualities that 
support the ESSS. 

The development of the Preferred Alternative Alignment, as well as 
impacts and activities associated with it, must be in compliance with 
Sections 404, 401, and 402 of the Clean Water Act (CWA), and 
Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands). The Texas Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) permit requires the 
preparation and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention 
Plan (SWPPP).  

D28 

TPWD is concerned with the acreages of wetlands impacted and 
recommends that isolated wetlands be included in impact 
calculations. 

Wetland impacts identified in the Segments H and I-1 DEIS are based 
on approximate impacts within the 400-foot ROW. A detailed wetland 
delineation of all wetlands within the proposed ROW of the Preferred 
Alternative is included in the FEIS,  

D29 
TPWD is concerned with the amount of forest and riparian habitat 
impacted and recommends a revegetation plan. 

Unavoidable impacts will be mitigated for as appropriately determined 
during the design of the Preferred Alternative. 

D30 
TPWD is concerned with indirect and cumulative impacts to 
wetlands. 

Indirect and cumulative impacts for the Preferred Alternative are 
documented in Chapters 5 and 6 of the FEIS. 

D31 

 

TPWD is concerned with stream impacts and recommends 
development of a mitigation plan to provide compensatory mitigation 
for impacts to habitats that cannot be avoided or minimized. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Mitigation for impacts associated with the Preferred Alternative are 
included in Chapter 7 of the FEIS. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

D32 

 
 
 
Concern that the project will directly and indirectly impact threatened 
and endangered plant and animal species’ habitat.  

Coordination was conducted with the USFWS regarding potential impacts to 
threatened or endangered species. The USFWS issued their concurrence that the 
project “may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect” any threatened or endangered 
species. Ongoing coordination regarding additional project area will be conducted. 
However, there is no anticipation of a change in the previous finding.  
It was determined that land use impacts would indirectly impact potential wildlife 
habitat. However, most wildlife species in the AOI are broadly distributed across 
southeastern Texas. While impacts to individuals may occur, impacts to populations 
are not expected.  

E Indirect and Cumulative Effects  

E1 

Commenter is concerned that the DEIS inadequately assesses 
indirect and cumulative impacts. 

 The DEIS and the FEIS fully meet the requirements of NEPA and other related 
federal and state laws, rules, and regulations. In addition to being open to the public 
for review and comment, the methodologies and impact analyses used in these 
documents are approved by and the findings reviewed by all applicable federal, state, 
and local agencies and authorities who exercise jurisdictional authority or special 
expertise over a particular resource.  

For certain evaluations that were conducted, a worst case scenario was proposed. In 
these instances, the worst case included other projects which were reasonably 
foreseeable. 

E2 

Commenter is concerned that the DEIS fails to regional drainage 
impacts. 

The FEIS discusses information on mitigation for impacts to flooding and drainage. 
Final design of the Preferred Alternative Alignment includes final drainage and 
mitigation analyses, which will be reviewed by regulatory agencies to confirm that 
adequate measures have been taken to ensure that floodplain encroachment does not 
increase the risk of flooding to adjacent property. All structures will be designed 
according to FHWA and TxDOT standards. In accordance with these standards, the 
roadway is being designed in such a way that there is a net zero effect on existing 
drainage patterns and systems. Any impacts to existing storm water detention areas 
would need to be offset by compensatory mitigation somewhere else, possibly within 
the limits of the proposed ROW. Mitigation of impacts includes best management 
practices (BMPs) during construction and detention facilities to offset increased flows.  
With regard to indirect development associated with the Grand Parkway, any 
construction or development in a floodplain must be coordinated with the county. As 
indirect development occurs, the developers themselves will be responsible for 
mitigating any effects their development has on the local drainage patterns in 
accordance with local drainage policies. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

E3 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Construction of Segments H and I-1 will cause more 
development and additional indirect and/or cumulative 
impacts.  

An evaluation of indirect and cumulative effects has been included with 
the Segments H and I-1 FEIS.  Based on the results of the expert 
panel exercise completed in the cumulative and indirect growth 
analysis, there is essentially no difference between the No Build and 
Build scenarios with respect to the amount of predicted development. 
Differences were revealed with respect to the density of development 
and fabric of land uses (the location of "office park" type facilities, for 
example). The Expert Panel found that both with and without the 
proposed project, build-out is nearly 90 percent in the time window 
evaluated for the project (2039). Parks, wetlands, and floodplains are 
regulated, and these regulations can and do require mitigation in most 
cases for impacts. With regard to indirect development associated with 
the Grand Parkway, any construction or development in a floodplain 
must be coordinated with the county. As indirect development occurs, 
the developers themselves will be responsible for mitigating any effects 
their development has on the local drainage patterns in accordance 
with local drainage policies.  

E4 

 
 
 
Direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts from 
construction of Segments H and I-1 are not accurate 
and/or the analysis is not complete.  
 

The DEIS and the FEIS fully meet the requirements of NEPA and other 
related federal and state laws, rules, and regulations. In addition to 
being open to the public for review and comment, the methodologies 
and impact analyses used in these documents are approved by and 
the findings reviewed by all applicable federal, state, and local 
agencies and authorities who exercise jurisdictional authority or special 
expertise over a particular resource. For certain evaluations that were 
conducted, a worst case scenario was proposed. In these instances, 
the worst case included other projects which were reasonably 
foreseeable.  
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

E5 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Indirect and cumulative impacts will impact drainage 
and/or flooding.  Indirect and cumulative flooding 
impacts need to be addressed.  

A Location Hydraulic Study has been conducted for the Grand 
Parkway Segment E, and final design of the Preferred Alternative 
Alignment includes final drainage and mitigation analyses, which will 
be reviewed by regulatory agencies to confirm that adequate measures 
have been taken to ensure that floodplain encroachment does not 
increase the risk of flooding to adjacent property.  All structures will be 
designed according to FHWA and TxDOT standards. In accordance 
with these standards, the roadway is being designed in such a way 
that there is a net zero effect on existing drainage patterns and 
systems. Any impacts to existing storm water detention areas would 
need to be offset by compensatory mitigation somewhere else, 
possibly within the limits of the proposed ROW. Mitigation of impacts 
includes best management practices (BMPs) during construction and 
detention facilities to offset increased flows. With regard to indirect 
development associated with the Grand Parkway, any construction or 
development in a floodplain must be coordinated with the county. As 
indirect development occurs, the developers themselves will be 
responsible for mitigating any effects their development has on the 
local drainage patterns in accordance with local drainage policies.  

F Environmental Documentation  

F1 
Commenter has reviewed the DEIS and agrees with its conclusions 
and selection of the preferred alignment (alternative 10). 

Comment acknowledged. 

F2 

Commenter is concerned that the DEIS fails to satisfy NEPA 
Requirements. 

The DEIS and the FEIS fully meet the requirements of NEPA and other related federal 
and state laws, rules, and regulations. In addition to being open to the public for review 
and comment, the methodologies and impact analyses used in these documents are 
approved by and the findings reviewed by all applicable federal, state, and local 
agencies and authorities who exercise jurisdictional authority or special expertise over 
a particular resource.  

For certain evaluations that were conducted, a worst case scenario was proposed. In 
these instances, the worst case included other projects which were reasonably 
foreseeable. 

F3 
Commenter states that the DEIS does not meet the requirements of 
NEPA. 

See F2 response. 

F4 
Commenter states that two, separate individual projects have one 
environmental analysis and should be separated into individual 
projects for Segment H and Segment I-1. 

The FEI for Segments H and I-1 is based on the independent utility of the roadway 
between US 59 (N) and IH 10 (E) as determined by FHWA. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

G General Comments  

G1 
Commenter requested being kept informed of future plans for the 
Grand Parkway 

For up to date project status and construction schedule postings, please visit the 
Grand Parkway project website at http://www.grandpky.com/home and/or contact the 
GPA via phone, e-mail, or mail. 

G2 
Commenter asks why no public hearing meetings were held in 
Liberty County where a major portion of Segments H and I-1 are 
located. 

Public hearing locations were chosen to be held in locations with the greatest 
population concentrations at each end of the proposed project on two separate nights 
in order to attract as many interested citizens as possible. 

G3 
Commenter asks how land owners were notified and stated that all 
land owners within the three alternative routes should have been 
notified. 

Land owners were notified by sending a certified letter to the addresses that were 
listed in the most current county appraisal district records for each parcel that was 
within or adjacent to the proposed right of way of the Recommended Alternative. 

G4 

Commenter is concerned how notices were mailed out for the public 
hearing because they did not receive one. 

Central Appraisal District information was used to identify landowners within the 
proposed right-of-way of the Segments H and I-1 Recommended Alternative.  A public 
hearing notice was sent to all identified landowners by the TxDOT consultant at 30 
days and 10 days prior to the hearing date.  The hearing notice was also published in 
the Houston Chronicle and Liberty County Vindicator newspapers at 30 days and 10 
days prior to the hearing date. 

G5 

Commenter states that the meeting was very informative and that 
they are pleased that the Recommended Alternative is not the final 
alignment and that it can change because it affects a lot of people in 
Liberty County. 

Comment acknowledged. 

G6 
Commenter states that the FEIS use the 2010 census data and that 
the rural nature and quality of life of the area needs to be discussed.   

2010  census data is used in the FEIS and the visual and aesthetics of the project area 
are discussed in the Chapter 4. 

G7 
Commenter states that impacts for H and I-1 should not be 
combined and should be broken out separately in the FEIS. 

The FEI for Segments H and I-1 is based on the independent utility of the roadway 
between US 59 (N) and IH 10 (E) as determined by FHWA. 

G8 
Commenter is concerned with air quality due to the increased 
speeds of the proposed roadway, limited access, and the speed and 
severity of crashes is not taken into account. 

The FEI includes a quantitative analysis of Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSATs) 
emissions in Chapter 4.  Chapter 1 of the FEIS discusses the need for a safe roadway 
based on crash data compiled for the study area roadways. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

G9 

Commenter is concerned with how route was chosen, how land will 
be valued, unusable remaining land that is diagonally crossed, 
compensation for improvements to property, and impacts to the 
environment. 

Every effort is made to avoid and/or minimize impacts to both the natural and human 
environment and, often times, it is a balancing act between the two.   

TxDOT offers relocation counseling and financial assistance to residences and 
businesses that are displaced by the acquisition of highway ROW in accordance with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (PL 
91-646).  Once it has been determined that a structure must be acquired in order to 
construct the highway, the property owner and/or tenant is contacted by a relocation 
counselor who provides information on exactly what benefits for which the 
owner/tenant is eligible and who assists the owner/tenant in applying for those 
benefits.  In general, the relocation counselor will provide listings of comparable 
housing, transportation to inspect the housing (especially for elderly and handicapped 
persons), and referrals to other agencies that provide assistance for relocated 
persons. The very real and human expense of a relocation is not taken lightly during 
the alignment location and design process. 

 

Environmental impacts associated with the Preferred Alternative are included in 
Chapter 4 of the FEIS. 

G10 

Commenter states that the growth in the area requires that the 
proposed roadway go through more populated areas and that the 
park has to be avoided resulting in more people being affected.  
Commenter is also concerned with a fair market price being offered 
to property owners. 

See C1 response. 

G11 
Commenter states that the project is not needed and is concerned 
with the flooding that the road will cause. 

See A4 and D25 responses. 

G12  
Commenter states that due diligence showed in selection of the 
route is appreciated and that they will continue to work together to 
keep the project moving forward. 

Comment acknowledged. 

G13 

Commenter is concerned with the location of residence in relation to 
the Recommended Alternative and that it could not be seen on the 
maps presented. 

 

 

 

See B15 response. 
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

G14 

 
 
 
Funds should be used to expand existing highways.  
 

The expansion of existing roadways does not meet the needed system 
linkage, which could be provided by the proposed project. However, 
the No-Build alternative in the FEIS includes all planned roadway 
widening projects included in the 2035 RTP. Volume I, Section 1.2 of 
the FEIS shows the need for the proposed Grand Parkway based on 
the inability of the future roadway system to operate efficiently with the 
anticipated growth in traffic volumes.  

G15 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Impacts to climate change need to be addressed.  

To date, no national standards have been established regarding greenhouse gases, 
nor has EPA established criteria or thresholds for greenhouse gas emissions. On April 
2, 2007, the Supreme Court issued a decision in Massachusetts et al. v. 
Environmental Protection Agency et al. that the USEPA does have authority under the 
Clean Air Act to establish motor vehicle emissions standards for CO2 emissions. The 
USEPA is currently determining the implications to national policies and programs as a 
result of the Supreme Court decision. However, the Court’s decision did not have any 
direct implications on requirements for developing transportation projects. FHWA does 
not believe it is informative at this point to consider greenhouse gas emissions in an 
EIS. The climate impacts of CO2 emissions are global in nature. Analyzing how 
alternatives evaluated in an EIS might vary in their relatively small contribution to a 
global problem will not better inform decisions. Further, because of the interactions 
between elements of the transportation system as a whole, emissions analyses would 
be less informative than ones conducted at regional, state, or national levels. Because 
of these concerns, FHWA concludes that we cannot usefully evaluate CO2 emissions 
in this EIS in the same way that we address other vehicle emissions. FHWA is actively 
engaged in many other activities with the DOT Center for Climate Change to develop 
strategies to reduce transportation’s contribution to greenhouse gasses, particularly 
CO2 emissions, and to assess the risks to transportation systems and services from 
climate change. FHWA will continue to pursue these efforts as productive steps to 
address this important issue. FHWA will review and update its approach to climate 
change at both the project and policy level as more information emerges and as 
policies and legal requirements evolve.  
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Table 2. Segments H and I-1 DEIS Comments and Responses (Cont.) 

Comment 
Category* 

Comment Response 

G16 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Proposed project will adversely impact air quality.  
 

The Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 will not contribute to 
additional violations nor prolong attaining to the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards (NAAQS) for O3. Segments H and I-1 conforms to 
the emissions budget established for the approved 1-hour standard for 
ozone, but an 8-hour emissions budget has not been approved for the 
Houston area. Modeling indicates that local concentrations of CO are 
not expected to exceed national standards at any time along Segments 
H and I-1, Analysis of Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) indicates that 
a substantial decrease in MSAT emissions can be expected for both 
the Build and No-Build future cases (2019 and 2039) versus the base 
year (2007). Total MSAT emissions in Segments H and I-1 are 
predicted to decrease by approximately 83 percent by 2039 compared 
with 2007 levels. This is due in large part to the implementation of 
EPA’s new motor vehicle emission control standards. Emissions from 
diesel powered and other construction equipment will occur with the 
Selected Alternative for the Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1. 
These construction emissions will be temporary in nature. In additional 
to tailpipe emissions, fugitive dust may be generated during project 
construction. Specific dust suppression mitigation measures would be 
identified in a dust control plan prepared prior to project construction.  

Notes:  *The “Comment Category” (e.g., “A”) is described in bold in the gray rows and represents a topic used to divide the comments into logical groupings.  Each Comment Category has a number 
of comments within it (e.g., comments A1 through A8) labeled in the far left column. 
Also, a list of acronyms and a glossary of frequently used terms is included in Volume I of the FEIS. 
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Chambers County 



Chambers County Engineer's Office 

Donald T. Brandon, P.E. - County Engineer 

TxDOT - Houston District 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 7725 1 - 1 386 

October 12,2006 

Attn: Pat Henry, P.E. 

Re: SH 99 (Segments H & 1-1) 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

Thank you for inviting me to participate in the early stage development of SH 99, 
Segments H & 1-1. By this letter, I accept your invitation and look forward to providing 
input when necessary. 

S' erely, F,, 
kf!Qk &A b Brandon, P.E. 
Chambers County Engineer 

\ 

OCT 1 9  2006 \ 



Bobby J. Wheat, Chairman 
Bobwheat 
HC RT 1 Box 217 
Anahuac. TX n514 

-- 
I 

Telephone: 409m7-8599 T-"= 
Pdl. 28.1181 3-4476 

I 

October 16,2006 

unty Historical Commission 

BBY J. WHEAT 
CHALRMAP( 

Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Tx. 77251-1386 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

Thank you for the opportunity to be a participating agency with 
TxDOT, The Grand Parkway Association and The Federal Highway 
Administration on the preparing of an Environmental Impact 
Statement impacting Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand 
Parkway. 

We are going to respectfully decline the invitation of being a 
Participating agency. We see no potential historical impact in 
This area. 

We will be available however, if the need should arise, to offer any 
assistance if any historical artifact or related discoveries are made. 

Sincerely Yours, 

Bobby J# 



HNTB Corporation 
THE HNTB COMPANIES 

2 Northpoint Drive 
Suite 6 5 0  
Houston, TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

July 20,2007 
Mr. Bobby J. Wheat 
HC Route 1 Box 217 
Anahuac, TX 775 14 

Dear Mr. Wheat: 
HNTB 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), is in the process of obtaining environmental approval for transportation 
alternatives included in Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are 
located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area from US 59 (N) to 
IH 10 (E) generally between FM 2100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers 
Counties, a distance of approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential hlghway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would serve as a third loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 1 1 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to M 45 S), B ( M  45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E ( M  10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (M 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
limited access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H 
and 1-1 Representative Alternatives map indicates the location of the proposed project and the currently 
identified reasonable alternatives. 

Your knowledge concerning the location of any historically or archeologically significant properties in the 
subject area which might be eligible for inclusion in, or under nomination to, the National Register of 
Historic Places would be appreciated. If the project area under consideration contains no historical or -- 
archeological sites, your signature below would be sufficient verification. 

If you should need further information concerning this project, please feel fiee to contact me at (28 1) 93 1- 
2705 

Chambers County Historical Commissioner 

Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 

Date 
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/ 

CHAMBERS-LIBERTY COUNTIES NAVIGATION DISTRICT 

P.O. Box 51 8 
Anahuac, Tx 7751 4 

November 3,2006 

Mr. Pat Henry, P.E. 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 7725 1-1 386 

Ph. 409-267-3541 
Fx. 409-267-4042 

Re: EIS for Segments H and I- 1, Grand Parkway 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

In response to your correspondence dated October 4,2006, we accept your invitation to 
become a participating agency in the development of the EIS as referenced above. We 
appreciate this opportunity and look forward to this process. 

Sincerely, 

Pudge Willcox 
General Manager 
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i CITY OF HOUSTON Bill White 
Mayor 

Richard M.Vacar, A.A.E. 

I -ousmNAImSySTEM Director o f  Aviation 

George Bush Intercontinental - William P. Hobby - Ellington Field 

October 18,2006 

Mr. Pat Henry, P. E. 
Director of Project Development 
Houston District 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P. 0. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 7725 1-1 386 

Reference: Development of the Environmental Impact Statement for Segments H and 1-1 
of the Proposed Grand Parkway 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

Thank you for inviting the Houston Airport System (HAS) to participate in 
preparing the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Segments H and 1-1 of 
the proposed Grand Parkway (SH 99). With the recently completed Auport 
Master Plan for George Bush Intercontinental Airport (IAH), the Houston Airport 
System is constantly seeking opportunities to participate in projects that impact 
our airports. I have assigned Anthony Tangwa to work with your agency and 
other stakeholders involved in this endeavor. You can reach Anthony by phone at 

2a-23n:n 7 by e-mail at Anthon~.tangwa@cityofhouston.net. 

Kent 
t Di ct of Aviation EiF, pI&gg Division 

cc: 
Richard Vacar 
Eric Potts 
Tom Bartlett 
Carlos Ortiz 
Anthony Tangwa 

Council Membem Carol Alvarado Michael Berry Peter Brown Anne Clutterbuck Ada Edwards Adrian Garcia Shelley Sekula-Gibbs, M.D. 
Ronald Green Pam Holm Jarvis Johnson M.J. Khan, P.E. Toni Lawrence Sue Lovell Addie Wiseman Controller: Annise D. Parker 

Houston Airport System: 16930 John F. Kennedy Blvd. Houston Texas 77032 - PO Box 60106 77205-0106 - 281 233-3000 Fax 281 233-1874 
www.Fly2Houston.com - www.houstontx.gov 
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CITY OF HOUSTON Bill White 
Mayor 

P.O. Box 1562 
Houston, Texas 77251 -1 562 

Telephone - Dial 31 1 ..-.-.. L-..-...-... --.. 
NOV 1 0 2006 

November 2,2006 

Mr. Patrick Henry, P.E. 
Houston District, Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 77251-1 386 

RE: SH 99: US 59N to IH 10E (Segments H and I) 
Control 351 0-07-003, 08-001, 08402, 10401, 09401 

Dear Mr. Henry, 

Houston Parks and Recreation Department accepts your invitation to become a participating agency with 
FHWA, TxDOT and the Grand Parkway Association in the development of the EIS proposal for the Grand 
Parkway Segments H and I. Our participation does not imply that our agency supports the proposal or has 
any special expertise with respect to evaluation of the project. 

As you are probably aware, the Ci of Houston now owns Lake Houston Park, formerly a State Park under 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD). It is operated jointly with Montgomery County Commissioner Ed 
Rinehart, who I hope has received a separate invitation to join the participating agencies for this project. TPWD 
probably remains an interested agency role because of their regulatory role. 

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, I would like to make you aware that the City of Houston does 
protect its parks using Chapter 26 of the Texas Parks and Wildlife Code. I have attached a copy of Chapter 26 
for your convenience. If required, this process does require time to implement and receive approval of the City 
Attorney and Houston Ci Council. 

I look forward to participating in this process. Please send me advance notice of anylall meetings. 

Sincerely, 

44- 
~ o e h r n e r  
Director 
Houston Parks and Recreation Department 

Enclosure 

Cc: Mayor Bill White 
Commissioner Ed Rinehart 
Arturo Michel 

Council Members: Toni Lawrence Jarvis Johnson Anne Clutterbuck Ada Edwards Addie Wwman M.J. Khan, P.E. Pam Holm Adrian Garaa 
Carol Alvarado Peter Brown Sue Lovell Shelley Sekula-Gibbs, M.D. Ronald C. Green ~ichael Berry Controller Annise D. Parker 

Do 



L 

Cc: MikelMarcotte 



Parks & Wildlife Code 

CHAPTER 26. PROTECTION OF PUBLIC PARKS AND RECREATIONAL LANDS 

§ 26.001. Protected Land; Notice of Taking 

(a) A department, agency, political subdivision, county, or municipality of this state may not 
approve any program or project that requires the use or taking of any public land designated and 
used prior to the arrangement of the program or project as a park, recreation area, scientific area, 
wildlife refuge, or historic site, unless the department, agency, political subdivision, county, or 
municipality, acting through its duly authorized governing body or officer, determines that: 

(1) there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use or taking of such land; and 

(2) the program or project includes all reasonable planning to minimize harm to the land, 
as a park, recreation area, scientific area, wildlife refuge, or historic site, resulting from the use 
or taking. 

(b) A finding required by Subsection (a) of this section may be made only after notice and a 
hearing as required by this chapter. 

(c) The governing body or officer shall consider clearly enunciated local preferences, and the 
provisions of this chapter do not constitute a mandatory prohibition against the use of the area if 
the findings are made that justify the approval of a program or project. 

Added by Acts 1983, 68th Leg., p. 1035, ch. 235, art. 6, § 2(a), eff. Sept. 1, 1983. 

§ 26.002. Notice of Hearing 

(a) When any program or project requires notice and a public hearing before approval, the notice 
must be given in writing to the person, organization, department, or agency that has supervision 
of the land proposed to be used or taken. 

(b) The notice must state clearly the proposed program or project and the date and place for the 
public hearing. The notice must be given at least 30 days before the date for the public hearing. 

(c) Notice must also be given to the public by publishing a notice similar to that specified in this 
section once a week for three consecutive weeks. The last days of publication must not be less 
than one week or more than two weeks before the date of the hearing. The notice must be 
published in a newspaper of general circulation, which paper must be published at least six days a 
week in the county where the land proposed to be used or taken is situated. 

Exhibit A 



(d) If there is no newspaper that qualifies under Subsection (c) of this section, the notice must be 
published in a qualifying newspaper that is published in any county adjoining the county where the 
land is situated. If there is no qualifying newspaper published in any adjoining county, then the 
notice must be published in a qualifying newspaper published in the nearest county to the county 
where the land is situated. If there is no qualifying daily newspaper published therein, the notice 
must be published in any newspaper of general circulation published in the political subdivision 
affected. If no newspaper is published in the political subdivision, the notice must be published in 
a newspaper published in the political subdivision nearest the political subdivision affected. 

Added by Acts 1983, 68th Leg., p. 1035, ch. 235, art. 6, 5 2(a), eff. Sept. 1, 1983. 

§ 26.003. Limitations on Judicial Review 

A petition for the judicial review of the approval or disapproval of a program or project under this 
chapter must be filed within 30 days after the approval or disapproval is a ~ o u n ~ e d ,  or the review 
is barred. 

Added by Acts 1983, 68th Leg., p. 1035, ch. 235, art. 6, 9 2(a), eff. Sept. 1, 1983. 

5 26.004. Excluded Lands 

A department, agency, board, or political subdivision having control of the public land is not 
required to comply with this chapter if: 

(1) the land is originally obtained and designated for another public use and is temporarily 
used as a park, recreation area, or wildlife refuge pending its use for the originally designated 
purpose; 

(2) the program or project that requires the use or taking of the land being used 
temporarily as a park, recreation area, or wildlife refuge is the same program or project for which 
the iand was originally obtained axid designateci; and 

(3) the land has not been designated by the department, agency, political subdivision, 
county, or municipality for use as a park, recreation area, or wildlife refuge before September 1, 
1975. 

Added by Acts 1983, 68th Leg., p. 1035, ch. 235, art. 6, § 2(a), eff. Sept. 1, 1983. 

Exhibit A 
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Environmental Protection Agency 



U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Highway 
Administration 

Mr. Richard Greene 
Region 6 Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
1445 Ross Avenue 
Dallas, Texas 75202-2733 

Dear Mr. Greene: 

Texas Division Office 
300 E. 8h Street, Rm. 826 
Austin, Texas 78701 

January 31,2006 

in Reply Refer To: 
HB-TX 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Texas Department of 
Transportation (TxDOT) and the Grand Parkway Association, will prepare an EIS for 
transportation alternatives included in Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. 
Segments H and El are located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area 
and span the area from US 59 (N) to M 10 Q generally between FM 2100 and SH 146 in 
Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a distance of approximately 36 miles. 
Due to your agency's jurisdiction over such mattes, we are inviting you to become a cooperating 
~ ~ e n c y .  

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 1 8 2 4 l e  circumferential highway facility around 
the greater Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would 
serve as a third loop around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 1 I 
segments of independent utility. Currently. Segment D (US 59 S to M 10 W) of the Grand 
Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment D is 19 miles long and is located on the 
southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The remaining Segments A (SH 146 to 
IH 45 S), B (M 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to US 290). F1 (US 290 to 
SH 249). F2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and l-2 (M 10 E to SH 146) are in 
various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, limited 
access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. 

SH 99 is a key element of the 2025 Regional Transportation Plan, a transportation program 
developed by the Houston-Galveston Area Council. The project is proposed as a toll facility in 
the 2025 regional plan. 

UI R I D  

I 



The EIS will include a preferred alternative alignment, number of Iwes, roadway configuration, 
and operational characteristics of the proposed roadway. Alternatives to be studied include "no- 
action' (the liebuild alternative), Transportation System Management o /Transpor ta t ion 
Demand Management (TDM) alternative; mass transit alternative and roadway build 
alternatives. The EIS will evaluate potential impacts from construction and operation of the 
proposed roadway including, but not limited to, the following: transportation impacts 
(construction detours, construction traffic, mobility improvement and evacuation improvement), 
air, and noise impacts from construction equipment and operation of the facilities, water quality 
impacts from construction area and roadway storm water runoff, impacts to waters of the United 
States including wetlands from right-of-way encroachment, impacts to historic and archeological 
resources, impacts to floodplains, and impacts and/or potential displacements to residents and 
businesses. 

TxDOT and the Grand Parkway Association will conduct two public scoping meetings in 
separate locations. The first public meetinglscoping mecting will be held from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 
p.m. on February 28,2006 at Wilson Junior High School at 309 Highway 146 in Dayton. Texas. 
The second meeting will be held on March 1,2006 from 690 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at Barbers Hill 
High School at 9600 Eagle Drive in Mont Belvieu, Texas 

The public scoping meetings will be conducted in an open house format with no formal 
presentation and both meetings will present the same information. At least 30 days and 10 days 
prior to the public scoping meetings, notices will be published in newspapers having general 
circulation in the project area. These will be the first in a series of meetings to solicit public 
comments on the proposed action as part of the National Envimnmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
process- 

Your agency's involvement should entail those areas under its jurisdiction and no direct writing 
or analysis will be necessary for the document's preparation. The following activities are planned 
in order to maximize interagency cooperation: 

Coordination meetings; 
Technical study consultation; 
Joint field reviews; and 
Shared project information, including study results. 



3 
We look forward to your response to this request and your role as a cooperating agency on this 
project. If you have any questions or would like to discuss the project in more detail or our 
agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact 
Pat Henry, P. E., Director of Project Development, at (7 13) 802-524 1. 

Sincerely, 

&/;3A#3Z 
. J nson, P.E. 

AC~& District Engineer 

cc: Ms. Diama Noble, P.E., Director, Office of Environmental Affairs, TxDOT 
Mr. Gary Trietsch, P.E., District Engineer,   oust on TxDOT 



HNTB Corporation 
THE HNTB COMPANIES 

2 Northpoint  Drive 
Suite 650 
Houston. TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

July 20,2007 
Mr. Richard Greene 
Environmental Protection Agency - Region 6 
1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200 
Dallas, TX 75202 

HNTB 
Dear Mr. Greene: 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), will prepare an EIS for transportation alternatives included in 
Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are located on the northeast side 
of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area fiom US 59 (N) to M 10 (E) generally between 
FM 2100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a distance of 
approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial fieeways and would serve as a thud loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 11 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to IH 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
h t e d  access, toll fachty withm a 400-foot wide right-of-way. There are ten possible alternative 
alignments being considered for these Segments. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H and I- 1 
Representative Alternatives map indcates the location of the proposed project and the currently identified 
reasonable alternatives. 

HNTB is requesting written documentation regarding potential resources within the project area in your 
field of expertise. Your knowledge concerning the presence and location of these resources or potential 
impacts withm the vicinity of the project would be appreciated. If you determine that the project area under 
consideration will have no adverse impacts, your signature below would be sufficient verification. 

S v i d  B. Andrews IV 
Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 

Signature Date 
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HNTB Corporation 
THE H N T 8  COMPANIES 

m 

2 Northpoint Drive 
Suite 650 
Houston, TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

July 20,2007 
Mr. Patrick Van Pelt 
The Benjamin Building 
121 8 Webster Street 
Houston, TX 77002-884 1 

Dear Mr. Van Pelt: 
HNTB 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), is in the process of obtaining environmental approval for transportation 
alternatives included in Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are 
located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area from US 59 (N) to 
IH 10 (E) generally between FM 2100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers 
Counties, a distance of approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would serve as a third loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 11 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to IH 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (M 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
limited access, toll facility w i t h  a 400-foot wide right-of-way. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H 
and 1-1 Representative Alternatives map indicates the location of the proposed project and the cwently 
identified reasonable alternatives. 

Your knowledge concerning the location of any historically or archeologically significant properties in the 
subject area which might be eligible for inclusion in, or under nomination to, the National Register of 
Historic Places would be appreciated. If the project area under consideration contains no historical or -- 
archeological sites, your signature below would be sufficient verification. 

If you should need further information concerning this project, please feel free to contact me at (28 1) 93 1- 
2705 

David B. Andrews N 
Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 

Harris County Historical Commissioner Date 



Final Environmental Impact Statement Grand Parkway Segments H and I-1 
SH 99:  US 59 (N)/I-69 to I-10 (E) Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, Texas 

Harris County Toll Road Authority 



Ham's County Toll Road Authon'ty 
330 Meadowfern Drive i 

P Houston, Texas 77067-3295 
832.601.7800 
Fax 281.875.6941 

w 

October 16,2006 

Mr. Pat Henry, P.E. 
Director of Project Development 
Houston District 
Texas Department of Transportation 
PO Box 1386 
Houston, TX 7725 1-1 386 

REFERENCE: Grand Parkway Segments H and 11 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

The Toll Road Authority, in response to your correspondence dated October 2, accepts 
TxDOT's invitation to become a participating agency in the development of the 
Environmental Impact Statement for the above referenced projects. Please forward a 
schedule when available and a designee fiom HCTRA will attend. 

Thank you for this opportunity to be involved with the local planning of regional projects. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mike Strech, P.E. 

cc: A. Storey 
P. Key 
C. Dean 
Reading File 

A Division of Harris County Public Infrastructure Department 
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Houston-Galveston Area Council 

October 25,2006 

Harris, Chambers, Montgomery, and Liberty Counties 
SH 99: US 59N to IH 10E (Segments H and 1-1) 
Control 35 10-07-003,08-001,08-002, 10-001,09-001 

Mr. Pat Henry, P. E. 
Director of Project Development 
Houston District 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 7725 1 - 1386 

P!+ : 
Dear Mr He / 
The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) welcomes the opportunity to be a participating 
agency in the development of the EIS for segments H and 1-1 of the Grand Parkway (SH 99). 

Please contact Mr. Roland Strobe1 or Mr. Kari Hackett in my office for future meetings and 
review activities. You may reach either of them by telephone on 713-627-3200. 

H-GAC welcomes the opportunity to work with you and your staff on this project. 

Sincerely, 
f l  

& Alan C. Clark 

MPO Director 

Copies: Kari Hackett, H-GAC 
Roland Strobel, H-GAC 

- - ' i -  

Mailing Address 
P O B O X 2 2 7 7 7  

+ z g 7 - 2 m  

Physical Address 
3555 TimmoM Lane, Suite 120 

Houston. Texas 770278488 
Phone 71 3427-3200 
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HNTB Corporation 
THE HNTB COMPANIES 

E-1 

2 Northpoint Drive 
Suite 650 
Houston. TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

July 20,2007 
Mr. Kevin Ladd 
PO Box 334 
Hardin, TX 77561-0334 

Dear Mr. Ladd: 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), is in the process of obtaining environmental approval for transportation 
alternatives included in Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are 
located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area &om US 59 (N) to 
IH 10 (E) generally between FM 2100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers 
Counties, a distance of approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would serve as a third loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 11 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to IH 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
limited access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H 
and 1-1 Representative Alternatives map indicates the location of the proposed project and the currently 
identified reasonable alternatives. 

Your knowledge concerning the location of any historically or archeologically significant properties in the 
subject area which might be eligible for inclusion in, or under nomination to, the National Register of 
Historic Places would be appreciated. If the project area under consideration contains no historical or -- 
archeological sites, your signature below would be sufficient verification. 

If you should need further information concerning this project, please feel fiee to contact me at (281) 93 1- 
2705 

David B. Andrews IV 
Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 

Date Liberty County Historical Commissioner 
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HNTB Corporation 
THE HNTB COMPANIES 

ulpaRn 

Ms. Gertie Spencer 
587 Texas Park 
Conroe, TX 77302 

Dear Ms. Spencer: 

2 Northpoint Drive 
Suite 6 5 0  
Houston. TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

July 20,2007 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), is in the process of obtaining environmental approval for transportation 
alternatives included in Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are 
located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area flom US 59 (N) to 
IH 10 (E) generally between FM 2100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers 
Counties, a distance of approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential hghway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would serve as a third loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 11 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to IH 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
limited access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H 
and 1-1 Representative Alternatives map indicates the location of the proposed project and the currently 
identified reasonable alternatives. 

Your knowledge concerning the location of any historically or archeologically significant properties in the 
subject area which might be eligible for inclusion in, or under nomination to, the National Register of 
Historic Places would be appreciated. If the project area under consideration contains no historical or -- 
archeological sites, your signature below would be sufficient verification. 

If you should need further information concerning this project, please feel flee to contact me at (28 1) 93 1- 
2705 

David B. Andrews IV 
Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 

Date Montgomery County Historical Commissioner 
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Mr. Pat Henry, P.E. 
Director of Project Development 
Houston District 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 7725 1 - 13 86 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 

Southeast Regional Office 
263 13'  venue S 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 -55 1 1 

October 26,2006 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

The NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has reviewed the plans for the proposed 
widening and reconstruction of State 99 from Business' 146 to Farm-to-Market Road 
1405, which includes construction of a new two-lane bridge across Cedar Bayou in Chambers and 
Harris Counties, Texas. The plans were transmitted by your letter of September 26,2006. The 
proposed project would have minimal adverse impacts on living marine resources and areas 
identified as essential fish habitat for Federally managed fisheries. Therefore, we concur with 
conclusions in the essential fish habitat assessment provided by the Texas Department of 
Transportation and no further consultation with NMFS is required for this proposed project. 

If we may be of further assistance, please contact Mr. Rusty Swafford of our Galveston Facility at 
(409) 766-3699. 

Sincerely, 

Miles M. Croom 
Assistant Regional Administrator 
Habitat Conservation Division 



Mr. Pat Henry, P.E. 
Director of Project Development 
Houston District 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 7725 1-1 386 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 

Southeast Regional Office 
263 1 3th Avenue S 
St. Petersburg, Florida 3370 1 -55 1 1 

October 27,2006 

The NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has reviewed the Texas Department of 
Transportation's (TXDOT) request for NMFS to become a cooperating agency in the development 
for an environmental impact statement for the Grand Parkway Segments H and 1-1 to be located on 
the northeast side of the greater Houston metropof&iarea. The TXDOT has requested NMFS 
activities to generally be limited to: (1) providing expertise in the development of alternatives to 
be analyzed; (2) participation in coordination meetings and field reviews as appropriate; and (3) 
review and comment on preliminary draft and final environmental documents. Given that there is 
very little fisheries habitat in proposed study area that would be considered as essential fish habitat, 
NMFS concurs with the proposed limited role TXDOT envisions for our participation as a 
cooperating agency. Consequently, NMFS will agree to this limited role as a cooperating agency, 
subject to our man-power availability, for the proposed preparation of an environmental impact 
statement for the Grand Parkway Segments H and 1-1 project. 

Mr. Rusty Swafford of our Galveston Facility will be NMFS point of contact for the proposed 
project. He may be reached at (409) 766-3699 or by electronic mail at Rustv.Swafford~noaa.gov. 
If we may be of M e r  service, please advise. 

Sincerelv. 

Miles M. Croom 
Assistant Regional Administrator 
Habitat Conservation Division 

N O V l -  2006 
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James Lowe - HOU 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Gornet [dgornet@grandpky.com] 
Monday, November 06,2006 9:00 AM 
lnas Aweidah; Debbie Taylor; James Lowe - HOU 
FW: Interest in Grand Parkway 

Is this in response to our invitation on H&I1? 

David 
David W. Gornet, P. E. 
Executive Director 
Grand parkway Association 
4544 post Oak Place, Suite 222 
Houston, TX 77027 
713-965-0871 office 
713-993-0106 fax 
dgornet@grandpky.com 
www.grandpky.com 

----- Original Message----- 
From: Kathryn-Nichols@nps.gov [mailto:Kathryn_Nichols@nps.govl 
Sent: Friday, November 03, 2006 2:28 PM 
To: lolenius@dot.tx.us; phenry@dot.state.tx.us 
Subject: Interest in Grand Parkway 

Thanks you for your letter inviting my agency to participate in the EIS process for Grand 
Parkway. I wish to accept your offier to participate. Please consider this my response "in 
writing. " 

Kathryn Nichols 
National Park Service 
Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance 
P. 0. Box 688 
San Marcos, TX 78666 
Phone 512-245-7246 
Fax 512-245-7251 
kathryn_nichols@nps.gov 
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«Title» «First_Name» «Last_Name» 
October 4, 2006 
Page 2 
 
 
permit or other approval that is needed for the project.  We suggest that your agency’s role in the 
development of the above-referenced project should include the following as they relate to your 
area of expertise: 
 

1) Provide meaningful and early input on defining the purpose and need, determining 
the range of alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail 
required in alternatives analysis. 

 
2) Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate. 
 
3) Timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to 

reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, 
alternatives considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation. 

 
Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 
days of the date of this letter.  If you have any questions or would like to discuss the project in 
more detail or our agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this 
EIS, please contact me at (713) 802-5241 or Mr. Lance Olenius at (713) 802-5271.     
 
 Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 Pat Henry, P.E. 
 Director of Project Development 
 Houston District 
 
LBO:ljh 
cc:  Mr. Lance Olenius 
 















 
 

April 9, 2007 
 

CONTACT: DPD 
 

Harris, Chambers, Liberty,  
and Montgomery Counties 
SH 99: US 59N to IH 10E (Segments H and I-1)  
Control 3510-07-003, 08-001, 08-002, 10-001, 
        and 09-001 
 
 
 
Mr. «First_Name» «Last_Name» 
«Position» 
«Company» 
«Address» 
«City», Texas «Zip_Code» 
 
Dear Mr. «Last_Name»: 
 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), the Grand Parkway Association (GPA), and 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) are inviting you and your agency to attend a 
Participating Agency Meeting relating to the preparation of an environmental impact 
statement (EIS) for the proposed SH 99 Segments H and I-1.  The project is located on the 
northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area, and spans the area from US 59 North to 
IH 10 East generally between FM 2100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and 
Chambers Counties, a distance of approximately 36 miles.  The project is proposed as a four-
lane, limited access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way.   
 
Your agency has been identified as an agency that may have an interest in the project due to your 
affiliation with local interests and regulations.  With this letter, we extend an invitation to attend 
a participating agency meeting to be held at the Grand Parkway Association Office located at 
4544 Post Oak Place, Suite 222 in Houston.  The meeting will be held on April 18, 2007, from 
10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.  The purpose of the meeting is to provide your agency with an 
opportunity to participate in the need and purpose and alternatives development process.  Draft 
versions of the Coordination Plan, Need and Purpose, Universe of Alternatives, Alternatives 
Analysis, and Technical Methodology will be available for discussion and comment.   
 
 
 



Mr. «First_Name» «Last_Name» 
April 9, 2007 
Page 2 
 
Pursuant to Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: 
A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), participating agencies are responsible to identify, as early 
as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential environmental or 
socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency from granting a 
permit or other approval that is needed for the project.  We suggest that your agency’s role in the 
development of the above project should include the following as they relate to your area of 
expertise: 
 

1) Provide meaningful and early input on defining the purpose and need, determining 
the range of alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail 
required in alternatives analysis. 

 
2) Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate. 

 
3) Timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to 

reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, 
alternatives considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation. 

 
If you have any questions or would like to discuss the project in more detail or our agencies' 
respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact me at 
(713) 802-5241 or Mr. Lance Olenius at (713) 802-5271.   
 
Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this project:  
 
       Sincerely, 
 
 
 
       Pat Henry, P.E. 
       Director of Project Development 
       Houston District 
LBO:ljh 
Attachment 
cc: Mr. Lance Olenius 
 

 
 
 
 

 



First Name Last Name Position Company Accepted Role Y/N Address City State Zip Code

George A. "Pudge" Willcox General Manager Chambers - Liberty Counties Navigation District Yes P.O. Box 518 Anahuac TX 77514

Don Brandon County Engineer Chambers County Yes P. O. Drawer H Anahuac TX 77514

Joe Turner Director City of Houston Parks & Recreation Yes 2999 S. Wayside Houston TX 77023

Richard Vacar City of Houston, Houston Airport System Yes P.O. Box 1562 Houston TX 77251

Mike Strech, P.E. Director Harris County Toll Road Authority Yes 330 Meadowfern, Suite 200 Houston TX 77067

Alan Clark MPO Director Houston-Galveston Area Council Yes P.O. Box 22777 Houston TX 77227

Rusty Swafford NOAA - National Marine Fisheries Service. Yes(limited) 4700 Ave. U Galveston TX 77551-5997

Larry Oaks Executive Director Texas Historical Commission Yes P.O. Box 12276 Austin TX 78711-2276

Amy Hanna Texas Parks and Wildlife Department Yes 2805 N. Navarro Suite 600B Victoria TX 77901

Jamie Schubert Wetland Biologist Texas Parks and Wildlife Department Yes 1502 FM 517E Dickinson TX 77539

Richard Green Region 6 Administrator Environmental Protectio Agency 1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200 Dallas TX 75202

John Machol Project Manager U. S. Army Corps of Engineers P. O. Box 1229 Galveston TX 77553

Marcus N. Redford, P.E. Commander U. S. Coast Guard, Eighth District 500 Poydras Street New Orleans LA 70130

Carlos Mendoza Field Supervisor, Clear Lake U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service 17629 El Camino Real, Suite 211 Houston TX 77058
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Port of Houston Authority 



P O R T  OF IIOUJSTON AXJTMGDBIITY 
E X E C W  OFFICES: I I I UST LOOP NORTH HOUSTON. TEXAS 70294327 

MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 2562 HOUSTON, TEXAS 77252-2562 
TELEPHONE: (713) 670-2400 ' Fm (713) 670-2429 

H. T. KORNEGAY 
Executive Director 
(713) 670-2480 

October 24,2006 

Mr. Pat Henry, P.E. 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P. 0. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 7725 1 -1 386 

Subject: Harris, Chambers, Montgomery and Liberty Counties SH 99; US 59N 
to IH 10E (Segments H and 1-1) Control 351 0-07-003,08-001,08-002, 
10-001,09-001 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

The Port Authority is in receipt of your letter dated October 4, 2006 indicating the Port 
Authority may be an agency with an interest in the subject project. The Port Authority 
supports your long term planning activities for this project as well as others. However, 
the Port Authority does not believe it can provide significant input related to defining the 
purposed need, determining a range of altematives and methodologies and level of 
detail required in altematives analysis for this segment of the Grand Parkway (SH 99). 
The Port Authority will definitely be interested in participating in the planning process for 
the Grand Parkway (SH99) segment to be located south of IH 10E. 

Your invitation for the Port Authority to become a participating agency in the 
development of the EIS for the subject project segment is appreciated and the Port 
Authority looks forward to future cooperation with the Texas Department of 
Transportation for the segment of the Grand Parkway (SH99) south of IH 10E as well as 
other important transportation infrastructure in the Houston/Galveston region. 

Yours very truly, 

Mr. Charlie Jenkins - Port Authority 
Mr. J. B. Jackson - Port Authority 
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HNTB Corporatlon 
THE HNTB COMPANIES 
Engineers 

2 Northpoint Drive 
Suite 650 
Houston, TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

July 20,2007 
Ms. Brandy Bergthold 
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 
MC 150 
PO Box 13087 
Austin TX, 7871 1-3087 HNTB 
Dear Ms. Bergthold: 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), will prepare an EIS for transportation alternatives included in 
Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are located on the northeast side 
of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area from US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E) generally between 
FM 2 100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a distance of 
approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would serve as a third loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 11 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to IH 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (M 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
limited access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. There are ten possible alternative 
alignments being considered for these Segments. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H and 1-1 
Representative Alternatives map indicates the location of the proposed project and the currently identified 
reasonable alternatives. 

HNTB is requesting written documentation regarding potential resources within the project area in your 
field of expertise. Your knowledge concerning the presence and location of these resources or potential 
impacts within the vicinity of the project would be appreciated. If you determine that the project area under 
consideration will have no adverse impacts, your signature below would be sufficient verification. 

Signature 

David B. Andrews IV 
Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 

Date 
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[ TEXAS I 
October 3 1,2006 

Mr. Pat Henry 
Director of Project Development 

COMMISSIONERS Texas Department of Transportation 
JOSE, 9.c. F ~ ~ I M O N S  PO BOX 13 86 

CHAIRMAN 
SIN ANTONIO Houston, Texas 7725 1-1 386 

DONATO D. RAMOS 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

LAREDO 

MARK E. BIVINA --- 

RE: Proposed Environmental Impact Statement Preparation for the proposed 
AMMtu 

- -Gran&Parkway SegmentsHmcVi-f, P d o f f t g e ~ ~ y ~  brr&Ldxrtyand 
J. ROBERT BROWN 

EL PAX) Chambers Counties. (CSJ's: 35 10-07-003,08-001, 10-001,09-00 1) 
T. DAN FRIEDKIN 

HOUSTON 

NED 5. n o u E s  
Dear Mr. Henry: 

HOUSTON 

P ~ E R  M. n o L r  
uNAN,oN, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TP?VD) staff received the invitation to 

PHILIP MOMC.OMERI. become a participating agency regarding the above mentioned project. Please 
D A L W  

JOHN D. PARKER 
include the following personnel in the planning process: 

LUFKIN 

LEE M. BA8s 
C ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - E ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ s  Amy Hanna 

FORT WORTH 
2805 N. Navarro 600-B 

ROBERT L. cOQK Victoria, Texas 77901 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

361-576-0022 

Jamie Schubert 
1502 FM 517 East 
Dickinson, Texas 77539 
281-534-0135 

If we may be of further assistance, please contact me at (361) 576-0022. 
---- --- --- ----- --- --- ----- 

Sincerely, 
I n I 

Take a hid 
hunting or flshing 

Visit a state park 
or historic site wildlife Habitat Assessment Program 

Wildlife Division 

4200 SMITH SCHOOL ROAD 
AUSTIN. TEXAS 78744-3291 

To manage and conserve !be natural and cultural resources of Texus and to proclde bunting, flsblng 
and outdoor recreation opportunities for fbe use and enjoyment of present and future generatlons. 



HNTB Corporation 
THE HNTB COMPANIES 

mw 

2 Northpoint Drive 
Suite 650 
Houston. TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

July 20,2007 
Ms. Kathy Boydston 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 
4200 Smith School Rd. 
Austin, TX 78744 

Dear Ms. Boydston: 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), will prepare an EIS for transportation alternatives included in 
Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are located on the northeast side 
of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area from US 59 (N) to I .  10 (E) generally between 
FM 2100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a dlstance of 
approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial fieeways and would serve as a third loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 1 1 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to IH 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (M 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
limited access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. There are ten possible alternative 
alignments being considered for these Segments. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H and 1-1 
Representative Alternatives map indicates the location of the proposed project and the currently identified 
reasonable alternatives. 

HNTB is requesting written documentation regarding potential resources within the project area in your 
field of expertise. Your knowledge concerning the presence and location of these resources or potential 
impacts within the vicinity of the project would be appreciated. If you determine that the project area under 
consideration will have no adverse impacts, your signature below would be suff~cient verification. 

David B. Andrews IV 
Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 

Signature Date 
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Trinity River Authority of Texas 

Southern Region Off ice I 
October 27,2006 

Mr. Pat Henry, P.E. 
Director of Project Development - Houston District 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 77251-1 386 

Re: EIS Preparation - Segments H and 1-1 Grand Parkway 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

I am in receipt of your letter dated October 4, 2006, detailing planning and EIS considerations 
for the subject project in portions of Montgomery, Harris, Liberty and Chambers Counties. 

The study area for the most part lies just to the West of the Trinity Basin and our area of 
operation and concern. The Authority, therefore, would likely not be affected by this project and 
therefore declines participation in the EIS evaluation. We appreciate your agency advising us of 
the project. 

Should the project at any time be extended eastward to the Trinity River, we would appreciate 
the opportunity to comment on planning issues. 

Sincerely, 

U I M S  
Regional Manager 
Southem Region 

P.O. Box 1554 
Huntsville, Texas 77342-1 554 
(936) 295-5485 
Fax: (936) 295-9 1 1 6 
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October 4, 2006 
Page 2 
 
 
development of the above-referenced project should include the following as they relate to your 
area of expertise: 
 

1) Provide meaningful and early input on defining the purpose and need, determining 
the range of alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail 
required in alternatives analysis. 

 
2) Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate. 

 
3) Timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to 

reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, 
alternatives considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation. 

 
Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 
days of the date of this letter.  If you have any questions or would like to discuss the project in 
more detail or our agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this 
EIS, please contact me at (713) 802-5241 or Mr. Lance Olenius at (713) 802-5271.     
 
 Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 Pat Henry, P.E. 
 Director of Project Development 
 Houston District 
 
LBO:ljh 
cc:  Mr. Lance Olenius 
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U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Highway 
Administration 

Texas Division Office 
300 E. 8~ Street, Rrn. 826 
Austin, Texas 78701 

January 3 1,2006 

In Reply Refer To: 
HB-TX 

Colonel Steven P. Haustein 
Galveston District Commander 
U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers 
Regulatory Branch, CESWG-PE-R 
P.O. Box 1229 
Galveston, Texas 77553-1229 

Dear Colonel Haustein: 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Texas Department of 
, Transportation (TxDOT) and the Grand Parkway Association, will prepare an EIS for 

transportation alternatives included in Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. 
Segments H and 1-1 are located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area 
and span the area from US 59 (N) to M 10 (E) generally between FM 2100 and SH 146 in 
Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a distance of approximately 36 miles. 
Due to your agency's jurisdiction over such matters, we are inviting you to become a cooperating 
agency. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around 
the greater Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would 
serve as a third loop around the City of Houston The Grand Parkway has been divided into 11 
segments of independent utility. Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to M 10 W) of the Grand 
Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment D is 19 miles long and is located on the 
southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The remaining Segments A (SH 146 to 
IH 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to US 290), F1 (US 290 to 
SH 249). F2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (M 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (M 10 E to SH 146) are in 
various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, limited 
access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. 
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SH 99 is a key element of rhe 2025 Regional Transportation Plan, a transportation program 
developed by the Houston-Galveston Area Council. The project is proposed as a toll facility in 
the 2025 regional plan. 

The EIS wilI include a preferred alternative alignment, number of lanes, roadway configuration, 
and operational characteristics of the proposed roadway. Alternatives to be studied include "no- 
action" (the no-build alternative), Transportation System Management (TSMmransportation 
Demand Management (TDM) alternative; mass transit alternative and roadway build 
alternatives. The EIS will evaluate potential impacts from construction and operation of the 
proposed roadway including, but not limited to, the following: transportation impacts 
(construction detours, construction traffic, mobility improvement and evacuation improvement), 
air, and noise impacts from construction equipment and operation of the facilities, water quality 
impacts from construction area and roadway storm water runoff, impacts to waters of the United 
States including wetlands from right-of-way encroachment, impacts to historic and archeological 
resources, impacts to floodplains, and impacts and/or potential displacements to residents and 
businesses. 

TxDOT and the Grand Parkway Association will conduct two public scoping meetings in 
separate locations. The first public meetingfscoping meeting will be held from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 
p.m. on February 28,2006 at Wilson Junior High School at 309 Highway 146 in Dayton, Texas. 
The second meeting will be held on March 1, 2006 from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at Barbers Hill 
High School at 9600 Eagle Drive in Mont Belvieu, Texas 

The public scoping meetings will be conducted in an open house format with no formal 
presentation and both meetings will present the same information. At least 30 days and 10 days 
prior to the public scoping meetings, notices will be published in newspapers having general 
circulation in the project area. These will be the first in a series of meetings to solicit public 
comments on the proposed action as part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
process. 

Your agency's involvement should entail those areas under its jurisdiction and no direct writing 
or analysis will be necessary for the document's preparation. The following activities are planned 
in order to maximize interagency cooperation: 

Coordination meetings; 
Technical study consultation; 
Joint field reviews; and 
Shared project information, including study results. 
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We look forward to your response to this request and your role as a cooperating agency on this 
project. If you have any questions or would like to discuss the project in more detail or our 
agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact 
Pat Henry, P. E., Director of Project Development, at (7 13) 802-5241. 

Sincerely, 

.4$+-n2&4C:q Gary . JO son, P.E. 

Acting District Engineer 

cc: Ms. Dianna Noble, P.E., Director, Office of Environmental Affairs, TxDOT 
Mr. Gary Trietsch, P.E., District Engineer, Houston TxDOT 







HNTB Corporation 
THE HNTB COMPANIES 
E@mn Urwrl 

2 Northpoint Drive 
Suite 650 
Houston. TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

July 20,2007 
Col. David C. Weston 
U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 
P.O. Box 1229 
Galveston, TX 77553 

HNTB 
Dear Col. Weston: 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), will prepare an EIS for transportation alternatives included in 
Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are located on the northeast side 
of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area £rom US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E) generally between 
FM 2 100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Hams, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a distance of 
approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would serve as a third loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 1 1 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to IH 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
limited access, toll facility w i h  a 400-foot wide right-of-way. There are ten possible alternative 
alignments being considered for these Segments. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H and 1-1 
Representative Alternatives map indicates the location of the proposed project and the currently identified 
reasonable alternatives. 

HNTB is requesting written documentation regarding potential resources within the project area in your 
field of expertise. Your knowledge concerning the presence and location of these resources or potential 
impacts within the vicinity of the project would be appreciated. If you determine that the project area under 
consideration will have no adverse impacts, your signature below would be sufficient verification. 

Signature Date 

Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 
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U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Highway 
Administration 

Te* Division Office 
300 E. 8' Street, Rm. 826 
Austin, Texas 78701 

January 31,2006 

In Reply Refer To: 
HB-TX 

Commander Marcus N. Redford. P.E. (DPB) 
Chief, Administration B m c h  , 

Eighth Coast Guard District 
500 Poydras Street 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70130-33 10 

Dear Commander Redford: 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Texas Department of 
Transportation UxDOT) and the %rand Parkway Association, will prepare an EIS for 
transportation alternatives included in Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. 
Segments H and 1-1 are located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area 
and span the area from US 59 (N) to IH 10 Q generally between FM 2100 and SH 146 in 
Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a distance of approximately 36 miles. 
Due to your agency's jurisdiction over such matters, we are inviting you to become a cooperating 
agency. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around 
the greater Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would 
serve as a third loop around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 1 1 
segments of independent utility. Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to M 10 W) of the Grand 
Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment D is 19 miles long and is located on the 
southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The remaining Segments A (SH 146 to 
IH 45 S), B (M 45 S to SH 288). C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to US 290)' F1 (US 290 to 
SH 249). F2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to SH 146) are in 
various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, limited 
access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. 

SH 99 is a key element of the 2025 Regional Transportation Plan, a transportation p ~ ~ g r a m  
developed by the Houston-Galveston Area Council. The project is proposed as a toll facility in 
the 2025 regional plan. 



The EIS will include a preferred alternative alignment, number of lanes, roadway configuration, 
and operational characteristics of the proposed roadway. Alternatives to be studied include "no- 
action" (the no-build alternative), Transportation System Management (TSM)/rransportation 
Demand Management O M )  alternative; mass transit alternative and roadway build 
alternatives. The EIS will evaluate potential impacts from construction and operation of the 
proposed roadway including, but not limited to, the following: transportation impacts 
(construction detours, construction traffic, mobility improvement and evacuation improvement), 
air, and noise impacts from construction equipment and operation of the facilities, water quality 
impacts from construction area and roadway storm water runoff, impacts to waters of the United 
States including wetlands from right-of-way encroachment, impacts to historic and archeological 
resources, impacts to floodplains, and impacts andlor potentid displacements to residents and 
businesses. 

TxDOT and the Grand Parkway Association will conduct two public scoping meetings in 
separate locations. The first public meeting/scoping meeting will be held from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 
p.m. on February 28,2006 at Wilson Junior High School at 309 Highway I46 in Dayton, Texas. 
The second meeting will be held on March 1, 2006 from 690 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at Barbers Hill 
High School at 9600 Eagle Drive in Mont Belvieu, Texas 

The public scoping meetings will be conducted in an open house format with no formal 
presentation and both meetings will present the same infonation. At least 30 days and 10 days 
prior to the public scoping meetings, notices will be published in newspapers having general 
circulation in the project area. These will be the first in a series of meetings to solicit public 
comments on the proposed action as part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
process. 

Your agency's involvement should entail those areas under its jurisdiction and no direct writing 
or analysis will be necessary for the document's preparation. The following activities are planned 
in order to maximize interagency cooperation: 

Coord'iation meetings; 
a Technical study consultation; 

Joint field reviews; and 
Shared project information, including study results. 
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We look forward to your response to this request and your role as a cooperating agency on this 
project. If you have any questions or would like to discuss the project in more detail or our 
agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact 
Pat Henry, P. E., Director of Project Development, at (713) 802-5241. 

Sincerely, 

"i ~ 9 ~ ; . $ & ~ ?  
dary . J O ~  on, P.E. 

District Engineer 

CC: Ms. Dianna Noble. P.E., Director, Office of Environmental Affairs, TxDOT 
Mr. Gary Trietsch, P.E., District Engineer, Houston TxDOT ' 



HNTB Corporation 
THE HNTB COMPANIES 

UrrpamPl 

2 Northpoint Drive 
Suite 650 
Houston. TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

Mr. Marcus N. Redford, P.E. 
Eighth Coast Guard District 
Hale Boggs Federal Building 
500 Poydras St 
New Orleans, LA 70130-33 10 

July 20,2007 

HNTB 
Dear Mr. Redford: 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), will prepare an EIS for transportation alternatives included in 
Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are located on the northeast side 
of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area from US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E) generally between 
FM 2100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a distance of 
approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would serve as a thud loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 11 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to IH 45 S), B (M 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to M 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
limited access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. There are ten possible alternative 
alignments being considered for these Segments. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H and 1-1 
Representative Alternatives map indicates the location of the proposed project and the currently identified 
reasonable alternatives. 

HNTB is requesting written documentation regarding potential resources within the project area in your 
field of expertise. Your knowledge concerning the presence and location of these resources or potential 
impacts within the vicinity of the project would be appreciated. If you determine that the project area under 
consideration will have no adverse impacts, your signature below would be sufficient verification. 

I 

David B. Andrews IV 
Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 

Signature Date 
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U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Highway 
Administration 

Texas Division Office 
300 E. 8& Street, Rrn. 826 
Austin, Texas 78701 

January 3 1,2006 

In Reply Refer To: 
HB-TX 

Mr. Brian W. Cain 
Field Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services 
Ecological Services 
17629 El Camino Real, Suite 21 1 
Houston, Texas 77058 

Dear Mr. Cain: 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Texas Department of 
Transportation (?kDOT) and the Grand Parkway Association, will prepare an EIS for 
transportation alternatives included in Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. 
Segments H and 1-1 are located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area 
and span the area from US 59 (N) to IH 10 (E) generally between FM 2100 and SH 146 in 
Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a distance of approximately 36 miles. 
Due to your agency's jurisdiction over such matters, we are inviting you to become a cooperating 
agency. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is pIanned as a 182-mile circumferential highway facility around 
the greater Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would 
serve as a third loop around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 11 
segments of independent utility. Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to M 10 W) of the Grand 
Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment D is 19 miles long and is located on the 
southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The remaining Segments A (SH 146 to 
IH 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to US 290), F1 (US 290 to 
SH 249), F2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (M 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to SH 146) are in 
various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, limited 
access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. 
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SH 99 is a key element of the 2025 Regional Transportation Plan, a transportation program 
developed by the Houston-Galveston Area Council. The project is proposed as a toll facility in 
the 2025 regional plan. 

The EIS will include a preferred alternative alignment, number of lanes, roadway configuration, 
and operational characteristics of the proposed roadway. ~ltematives to be studied include "no- 
action" (the no-build alternative), Transportation System Management (TSM)nransportation 
Demand Management (TDM) alternative; mass transit alternative and roadway build 
alternatives. The EIS will evaluate potential impacts from consttuction and operation of the 
proposed roadway including, but not limited to, the following: transportation impacts 
(construction detours, construction traffic, mobility improvement and evacuation improvement), 
air, and noise impacts from construction equipment and operation of the facilities, water quality 
impacts.from construction area and roadway storm water runoff, impacts to waters of the United 
States including wetlands from right-of-way encroachment, impacts to historic and archeological 
resources, impacts to floodplains, and impacts and/or potential displacements to residents and 
businesses. 

TxDOT and the Grand Parkway Association will conduct two public scoping meetings in 
separate locations. The first public meetinglscoping meeting will be held from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 
p.m. on February 28,2006 at Wilson Junior High School at 309 Highway 146 in Dayton, Texas. 
TBe second meeting will be held on March 1,2006 from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at Barbers HiJ1 
High School at 9600 Eagle Drive in Mont Belvieu, Texas 

The public scoping meetings will be conducted in an open house format with no formal 
presentation and both meetings will present ttie same information. At least 30 days and 10 days 
prior to the public scoping meetings, notices will be published in newspapers having general 
circulation in the project area. These will be the first in a series of meetings to solicit public 
comments on the proposed action as part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
process. 

Your agency's involvement should entail those areas under its jurisdiction and no direct writing 
or analysis will be necessary for the document's preparation. The following activities are planned 
in order to maximize interagency cooperation: 

Coordination meetings; 
Technical study consultation; 
Joint field reviews; and 
Shared project information, including study results. 
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We look forward to your response to this request and your role as a cooperating agency on this 
project. If you have any questions or would like to discuss the project in more detail or our 
agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact 
Pat Henry, P. E., Director of Project Development, at (713) 802-5241. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Dianna Noble, P.E., Director, Office of Environmental Affairs, TxDOT 
Mr. Gary Trietsch, P.E., District Engineer, Houston TxDOT 



HNTB Corporation 
THE H N T B  COMPANIES 
ERQtn 

2 Northpoint Drive 
Suite 650 
Houston, TX 77060 

Telephone (281) 931-2700 
Facsimile (281) 931-6932 
www.hntb.com 

July 20,2007 
Mr. Carlos Mendoza 
Texas Ecological Services Field Office 
17629 El Camino Real, #211 
Houston, TX 77058-305 1 

HNTB 
Dear Mr. Mendoza: 

The HNTB Corporation, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the 
Grand Parkway Association (GPA), will prepare an EIS for transportation alternatives included in 
Segments H and 1-1 of the proposed Grand Parkway. Segments H and 1-1 are located on the northeast side 
of the greater Houston metropolitan area and span the area from US 59 (N) to M 10 (E) generally between 
FM 2100 and SH 146 in Montgomery, Harris, Liberty, and Chambers Counties, a distance of 
approximately 36 miles. 

The proposed Grand Parkway is planned as a 182-mile circumferential hlghway facility around the greater 
Houston metropolitan area. It would provide access to radial freeways and would serve as a thud loop 
around the City of Houston. The Grand Parkway has been divided into 11 segments of independent utility. 
Currently, Segment D (US 59 S to IH 10 W) of the Grand Parkway is open to the traveling public. Segment 
D is 19 miles long and is located on the southwest side of the greater Houston metropolitan area. The 
remaining Segments A (SH 146 to M 45 S), B (IH 45 S to SH 288), C (US 59 S to SH 288), E (IH 10 W to 
US 290), F-1 (US 290 to SH 249), F-2 (SH 249 to IH 45 N), G (IH 45 N to US 59 N), and 1-2 (IH 10 E to 
SH 146) are in various stages of project development. Segments H and 1-1 are planned as a four-lane, 
hmited access, toll facility within a 400-foot wide right-of-way. There are ten possible alternative 
alignments being considered for these Segments. The attached Grand Parkway Segments H and 1-1 
Representative Alternatives map indicates the location of the proposed project and the currently identified 
reasonable alternatives. 

HNTB is requesting written documentation regardmg potential resources w i h  the project area in your 
field of expertise. Your knowledge concerning the presence and location of these resources or potential 
impacts w i t h  the vicinity of the project would be appreciated. If you determine that the project area under 
consideration will have no adverse impacts, your signature below would be sufficient verification. 

David B. Andrews IV 
Environmental Scientist 
HNTB Corporation 

Signature Date 
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